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fi r fi ptr wqs y i Ri4><m 
3lffe|<£eWI 

2006 

1CT. 7*. 1-18/2006-*T£I57fh£T.- »TR#a ftPnjlH4i fflfeh>!U| afilPm, 

1997 3ff erm 2 3ft ^w?r (i) 3> 73^ (g) 3> 3733 ? ttot eirt n 3ft wtm (i) ^ 
TsP’S (w) ^ amrfw w-sTh 'HX3>K gTTT 13-1 /2004-R-Wd k vjfRt 

3lfSRj^RT ?f. 39 (W3Tt M. 44 (3j) 3ft? 45 (3?) Rdl3> 9.1.2004) 3f TTTSJ qfecT *TRcft^ 
^17 f^PT3FR> WlRl3>7 u l 3ff6rRr2R, 1997 (1997 3^ 24) 3ft 9RT 11 3ft 133S1KI (l) 
^ W*S (73) 3t W5 (ii), (iii) cTSTT (iv) 3ft? ^373^3 (2) ^ stcpfe 337T fltoit 
35T 37ft3 3^cf 'f?, ■*TRcft^T ^??f3R RPl3IHct> yi|S|3>?u|_ 1Jd3gl?l ^3?f3R 

(si«35iR.jiT yk 3>3cr) (#h?i) (3kr eto) tRy? sn^r, 2006 (2006 33 6) (ftrct 

TffT f?13) 3Tg "!TOPT 3TT^r 3>?T W t) 3 R plfcfRad TMtEPT 3v?cIT t, 3Tsrfcf : 


1. 7#^ 3m, fcRTiR ?istt w : 

(i) 3fT^3T '^?:?MI7 (sH-sJcblRri'i 3ft? 3>3cT) ?t3Tlj (#fm) (3kl ffft) 
£R3> (<TgW k^ftepr) 3fT^?T, 2006 (2006 33 7)' 3>?T 3TPJ*TT I 

(ii) 3F 3fT^3T ^ 3T33 St3 3 cIT^ #TT| 

(iii) m 3fT^T 7MTd 3 g?J3t 3335T3 3ft clRt73 ■& UffT #TT I 
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ijsTR 3TT&T if, TOR 5 & TORR T3TOTO3 (ii) # «TR. PlH(cr(^d TOcpT CISIT 

ate teft?r yftteri ## TOrofr ; , 

j teg tot toitor ^ ■3 i wEf ftHftrRad tor <£ ciiftift<j<b -h^htoto# 
TO #t 

I (i) #7 tel tit TO# OTTO T[# BtecT; 

(ii) tftesT (ter ft> to# 5 ! ftror, *trtt toto? grer is# 
ste# # TOffaroT # fte-ftft# if oft# fter tot t) ; 

(iii) T#T 3RI fte, *teoT. TORT afft 3RT cHftlftq* 

teTOR, ftTTOf TOT # RTOSIT ?t aik ftR# 50 

tit TO# TORT TO# #i r 

TOR ante if, TOR 6 TO c|4hR ^3W3 (vi) TOIT TO# teftcT >1 ft ten fST 
4ft TOTTOft TOT TO# TOR TO terfelftR TOTOR tTTOT TO# TftftTT Mftteli 
vijilit TOTOft : 

I 

"(vi)(TO) TOTOR (i) (v) 4# (a)' ^ ^41^ dlftlft«ITO 

-HatfTO T TO # 4* 3RTRT TOft 4|P>lfrqTO TORTOITO# TO cTOj; 

#TT I i 

(a) q || & | fcl|<fr 'HaHTORTOt # ftnftiRad 4ftirff 4> foR <# 

, ti®«spi§«l'ii gRT 4<T( TORT TOt ^JTOTR vil^ q# 

arUtTOcR 4>d<lW ’JTO ^ TO# ii TOt^ 4li?TTOR terr 

ftraffter srff sftift aik toI# ^tor TOf#tor araft 

fteftcT <ft TOTOft : 

(i) #T kRRT R TO# TOR <ft ^ftR g# FiTOlT ; 
i (ii) tfterr ?te (vj#t ftr qter ftror, *tr3t totor gnr 

to# ffe# $ TOteror 4> ftroT-ftnkTf ii gftfd ftro tott 

t); 










[vmm— 
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(iii) ^TTT 3TT fteeT, ’flSof. ?WI 3ffT 3FT <4l('>l(^14> 

T T Wm , fuTT$ ?TS?T T3T=Mft ^ czmerr ?t aft? 
fartf 50 ur Traft vHji^r ?f i 
qrrj ts sn^rTerf/Tc^t farer aftq^f/^r affatetf 
sttt ^Rt f^j Tn^r cHcT ta?T Tap $ ararar ft cnfaftsw 
Tmrnzwtt <£ fon? ^TcT 3i— ctt— wS atrarr qr ift gtrr tptr 

vTRTfl 

tRg ts ifr 1% Tra gaft #tct Tapf g>t *rrrt g5t vaapfr, t? 

ftWfetfta c f ?Rif srtzrtH rfr vrapfr •• 

I fo# ^ToT rft srt^IWT TgTgTT qfacl, T5TI ^TeT Tap, 
fba r m g? flm st, g> aflrm 3 ttt gfaaa ^ cfra ^ Tt tkjttt 
T# St^ft ; 

T-I^TT : Tft fo# ^ToT Tap 3?T 3l1?ra^T t§ 5TTT SfaT X TO 

vrfrFnf ?“r aitr t^tt y £r, tfr ^ttt Tap affair 

cpl-Hd x TO TSt y ^ frmfuTcT TT Pl<aie1l uTapiT | 

ii atcar-arar #rat s?r sri^m TgegR cffrar <rr tan Tap 

■ft srfSpjRm tgTTT 3?facT cf> 150% ^ aqicJT Tff SfaT I 

TT^tm' 1: Ta?T Tf°T (vi) ^ h4|\»i*i ^ fcTJ VR-1 fifr 3TT 

c| | ft>|(^M4> 3faeT TRfrajp^T, afafaST/Te€t ftlTTT 

afafaTT/sITr^TTTTT 'Tt ^*mii <fcW, 3TT PnKu| >«4I2|ci Mi(H<i) ^ 4H 

ft; <TTTT ft TTcff 5 TTT f^TT uTTW. • 
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(ii) >^F3Tt ft®TR ft^F 

ftt R-HMd ^Md&T FRft ft fefl? HlRl^cf [ft 41 FFT 


^7 3fK CTSTT 


ft<Nd 


ftt? 


^t^tcfRF 2: FF PC fftFT vjTTcTT t 1% fftftt INI'S cpiw? ft 

cfrftpF T ft #f 3 fftft HdUdd FR fcrf^T ft ftF*fF H^l^d 
fft# ^TH F? FTFFF 3TFfttF>F ft fcH ^ fftft 14 FFTCtF ft 
F? F#FT FFT Ft FFT feR cnflhfftijcp ft«ld 

^®HsPTF®Rf FRT ^i’cR 50 <*jfftift ft feT? ^IctM 3JTFR F? 
y^r eft ft F^ Ft, ft W 3 FF ftFT, ftt FrfSft 

ft ftri arm 3 otftRf fftFT vjtt? f 


^ arift^r ft arjFF 'f>' 3 fuff ftoFF 11 

3TR T^. ftft FFTF^R i(ft ftr^-II) 
[fftTTR m/lV/142/2006/3TOT. ] 



3TJWCT F> 



1.1 MlRl^ui ^ 15 uHci'J] 2004 ftt £Rf> 3TT^T ^TTft ffty ft, fft^ftf FF WJ sir fft 

fteTd ft w? yyfttF ftt? 4 -ftFftt, ftft ft ft feTF 26 fft^r^R 2003 ftt R^ihh 

RRt F? ftrt | FF ftF^F 3irftT 3TfcFT Rlft^T ft 3TEqfttF FT | flF^Fld ^TO 

irtto? ft ftc 1.10.2004 ftt yy> fft^cr tf&> afft^T ^nft fftsy fft (fftft F^rft 
hHici fftf £Ry> anft^T ^ft fft t) fftFft 26.12.2003 ftt 14 ?uhh ftyR yyrft 

ftt #HT ftt FFkr ftt FFT? RTF FFT F? . ft-ftFdt ftt FWTF FFT ftcFTF Fft ft 
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arofor Ri^hh foraf fo fo-fora <f q fofo r to? <£ for wf tor? Ifoni 
5? foft 3Tforf 3 TOFT T3^TO TO fora ?>TO> l sjTOT fo W TOFT TOTT STT 
ffofo nm fora t^tfo i FT TFTTTf 3 <# ffosg- TTO fo TOFT ?> ffoj fo^ TO 

SJTI 

1.2 Ftetf 3Tk ^R13Tf fo foctTOT l^f rt %q ?FT f ^ Tjg> 5fecT a> TTRT RMTO 3pJ 
TOTRfo afR to£ mRr^cr foiwf a> ffo>^ -^toir fora Rttoft arfoiRR 
(£t^rw^) 3 rnffonq tor fo i fora gsg ra? Tt ?? ttm to araiR? «tt fo 
tot fora foft fora toft g>fo a> ffo? ifort tot ^Riarf fo wtTtotstT ^ 
TOR TRT TJTT TORT 11 fTO& 3TcTRT, 3TRT TOfoT TO 3TFJ<Tfoj> ’ft foTOTON 
aT l fffTO €T^fo 3 TOt % 3 fot 17 tjftTOt 2006 ^ arfoT e<rt TOTOtt TO f fog R <TR 
forn Tj-gr fofroi 3 ttTOt a* to 3 f^rsTO ^ far? ftrorf fo ffoRrviTO for 

STTOfoFT TO? f3TT 

1 .3 ra> forfor arfor $ to H 7 *raf 2006 fo toft tfor arfor to to? fofopr 
raFft fforr tot i 5 tt 9 R>r> font?? arfor *f totetttot foR ttotto^to tot gif^rfora 
fora tottto?«r arfforforfo fo gfonfor fforr tot aft? ?rfo i 1 TO, 2006 fo 

foFTFT RR TO fora TOTOt TO TO> fo?T TO fo TOTO ffolT foffTO ^TOFT 
g|ft)|fTO' 3 T fora 3TTOFTT ^ TO? 3 TO> ?ST 5RT TOT fo ffoTT RFTI TOT | 

TOTTTcT, 24 FRf, 2006 fo TR> 3F? folt?? i> REZR ^ Tjg> 3F? fofT?? uTOt TOT 

ffofo to? it? w? fforr tot tot fo grfafoifo fora arsraitfiaif gm ffor foffo 

fo ^lcIFT ffolT TORT t, TO TOTOffo TOR ^ aT^foT TO foft I TO> U?R4> 3Rrf? 
foRf Tt? ffogfof TJT.fo. 5RT 7 fof, 2006 ^ £ffo TRTlTO 3TTfoT ^ ffoif foftcT 

tor fo ffort^ forfor tfor sTfoi «n^ to^ fofcrq 51^ fo ?ifomf to ttto 
ffon g-siT tot 1 to atfor tot for ^TifTOR^f srt toft> 20.4.2006 ^ snfor 5 R 1 
?fofor to 1 

2. TOTTOf qfoqT 

2.1 TOTRfo affr fora foftforo fonaff ^ foR fo^rfora 2R4> Tt TFffor TOraT to 

TOtrof fo TjfforT 7 FTti 2006 ^ tfo> TffoFT 3rfol ^ Ftrft ?t^ ^ TRTOcT TO 
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it 3 ^ ftraft i 6 3 ift 2006 ftt « 3 i 7 fti aftj ?teR 3 fttfft 3 ?Frfj ft tust 71533 

ft3R ftai ITlft 37313 23 3lft 2006 3fl7 5 3rT$TcT 2006 ftt tsft 3nftfyI3 ftt 3^ I 

21 anHei 2006 ftt t<p wt?f 33 ftt yrfftr fftrer 33 T fftRft t trjT*r?f ft foR 

ftnlclfeci ftft ftt 31313 ftt 3f aft 3 ifft 12 2006 cw 333 #rf 3 ft femftrei 

nnft ^ aft - 

(|) ft«JR 3I7KI31 Rfftaifftd 3ft 3^ 3 131 38JT 37Tft ftftfft3 55 ft 

$i) 3ljK|fry<i> tfftp fftftfftr 3>7ft 3T«raT 33383 3ft 3n3333Rft 
(fii) |#tfare> 2ftq> fftqffftcT RTft 3ft 3Jgfft 3fl7 ftfft 

i 3713ft 33 ft 33R 33 373f ft ft 73* ’p 373.3738: R3 ft ft3R Tfafl i fr l gqft 
'ft ^oft3><“( ft ftftftcT 83 fft cRT 7 3lft 2006 ft ftfftp 7771133: RTftTI ft IftftcT 
iftftftJT 3ft Rift TTlft 3ft arjftft ft RTftt 31%3 I If ftft 3 #lfft 3 R ftro 
!7[«RftI13ft ftp# ftTSRt 3ft 3113733531 t Rarer 3ft t, ft ftfttftw 3ft TIHWlftf 

#? ftftnfftftr 33 3^3 357ft §7 iTift yfftrreT ft ftftr ft ^fe 3 ft 3 siwft 37 135ft 

I3ft ft3 3ft 3^ aft I 37T37f 33 ft 3? ft 3cft73 fft3T 33T a?T fft ftoft3>73 38H 
|3Tfft|ft33> ftlR 'H*T*ll«l7f ft fcR 335 ijajep 3fft3T3T 33Tft 33 573 ftfftp fftfft33 
i ft f^TC $feft)“l ft 373 ft f%3>3 3)3 ft apr §33 t Raifa 33T tfop fftfft33 133 
i sisjft fteJoT 353ib"T53ft 3ft fftf»ft3 ftfftft ft fftaj ftfftp fftft33 ft fftfftR ft3 7713T 
i arre^re; t I 33 y?3 tfftn ftfftyftf ft fftfift3 ft3- 33tft 3ft rn^*<ii 

: RaRl 3F3S3T ft 3lft ft fftftaj 37 fftift 3573T t ftt7 ITlft 3T3 SlircTT t I 7 3lft, 
i 2006 33 tfftu ftftRH RlftfT, fftft 333 3nft7I ft Riar 7IcF3 75I72TR335 1333 ft 
! 37lf3T 331 t. 535 aftlfftr 3313 83 383 fft^cT RT3 ft 3183^3 ftt fftTT 33tR3T8f 
; 37133* 33 Rift fft3T 33183 I 

22 fftTTjcT333ft 33 5 ^ ft ft3RT?3 WWW.trai.gOV.in 37 33RSJ t I 13ft 

3K;25 3^. 2006 ftt fftcftt ft 33 37 1ft3T7-fft3ft §33 I 3ft3?f 33 37 3I3T 
feqlMf 33 737 £lf ftt ft37313 WWW.trai.gOV.in 37 fft3T 373 t I 383 

^737i3 ?t ft 337131 ftqfftlR m*mf ft ^S5 3337^33 333 §3 fftffft 73^tR73 3fft 
33 jft. iraffft ft 3713ft 33 ft 37^317 ft 3#f ft I fftf^FT Wlfft# ft 3RT WW 
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ft> ftfter if yrfftyRR $ <jfe<t)>i crsrr fft^ftf *r 3 ii«jr*m> ?rm if ^rgarr 
wr *r xraf <?ft nf t i 

2.3 pT ftlRR yftfttR ?tecT gfttfftgTRf cTSTT T?3) ?fecT §RT *TRfttq ft> 

17 vR9$ 2006 ^ 3TT^9T # fftR^ tffft "41410^ if TJcp fofftef 3pft?r (2006 yft 2061 
3ft7 2006 gft 2247) ^PR yft tj^ | grtftcT if 3Rfft*T ^TFTT ^ WT if 7 Rft 2006 ^ 

Sfop Vfrtm 3 JJ&T $ yrlHW ^ fft^ W»R yft JTTsf^TT ftf 3ft '’if aft I flaiTfft, $1^ 
yft 3R apftoT ft m ^#f *rpjt w arr i Tftftw rpjrpt ft araft 28 aiftoi 2006 ft> 
arafor anft?r ft fftftfr fftan fft* ?R<fc arafft*? anftrr yft Rftftg yft ftaftft ft> arjHR 

ajaiPJjft fteftrr aRT# 3TR | ajssng^ ftajfft # 3nft?fi yft ?TRR ftft ^ Iftofa feRT 
W fft> TRTR<jft clan ftiaRr fttfrfftvR ftmaft ft) fftiq dlf&lRWpp ftftp ^nft cp^ft ft> 
^ffter ft *TRftfa SftftW Wj|AfRR <fc 3ffrPT 3nft?ft ft) lR“IR <?ft sftterr <jft vflpr fftrcpft 
f?R w wref RTft fftRT w afR yep aftyrrgt anftftftR <jft ^ 1 

2.4 FH ftftR, #R> SRTTcft (^T) ft> ya> PTF ft> ftftR fo q HPR .fr foy 

HR-ftil XJ^JeT RPITsftyr <fr 10 yfft 2006 ft) Rpftq ft> fop^ qRcT yR SRT <?PR qft 

yep anftcT (2006 3>T yoPfty 985 ) tR yRftlq fftroft ^1 ^PHoH qft foftvJR ftft 
ft 3nft?T fftqT fo ffterft, gq^ 3ft? <*AcH<t>lc1l ^ cfR H?R'lft ft) 3Tf®Rjf%RT ftfftf ft 31 
fftRR7, 2006 ftf ft^T cTTT^ foqT any W Wft - S lcR l fftql i (f^T 3pfrR ft £1^ 
yfftypft stt) yft fftftyr fftm 7Ri7 fft> ft arftcwcjf ft) ?fftf i fftccft. g^ 

afR qi l WEcn ^ ftftr HeU'Kf ft 31 fft'ffP R 2006 7R5 gft RTg_ ^Rft ^ (ftroft ft) 

TTRftm RmiTcra gft t^ftfaR # 20 vgcn^ 2006 ^ fftftrr ^ atgqrai ft 5^ 

ft T^cT •TTPmfTTT ^ 10.3.06 ft) 3TTft5T ft) tRrlR rRPTcf WR ^ ^TRft 

gft 5f^an' gft ft - ft) ftnj ffftanftt ftmi ftta? wft, ftR 

m<&f ?ft arrjfcf ^ fcm Tgftftf, aftRfftafta ^RRf 3ft? ftm gft gj^Rtr ftaft Ri<?cft 
crtt aifft-gj^rer «Nt ^ fen? ft^T gpracnr ^ wift ft f ftPpw /tftq? ^?ft ^ 
foR anft ym yR fftan 1 31 fftHR? 2006 ?ra> fft>iiM*H yft w <Piftftlfri ft 

fft>i||4)dRdR W1 #RT ^ ft T*1 yfpft yft 31 3PTOT, 2006 cW gTT (^IT \5IHT 
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i afar stiff ^ ^faer 4 anf^ frofa ^ arM^aS); ?ft 

UHrfor #t, 3TcT: Ejanijf fterfcT S> ^ ft S^T sfiff % ^t P> | PH| 4> a> atft ft 

^ EP^ta^a aft ^iqm>dl eft I 4^r sri^Rlfer stiff 4 at f& l foqa> tfap ffterf% 
S^jft ak <DI'i c )l^ tp'f'l ^ loi^j 9«|ET a5^ft ftg 3t 41'(ll T*a> atgftsf Rb<ti 'lip | 

cjag?nf?, ?ftft ft arftcr ft era? tm ar?ft a> for? 3TTftaa aft arg^rfcr 4 ft i 

foFJ dsftt 1R 4RR«t(rl4f aft ?H4 m ^ WtST 7E3T tfEJT I ftfr 

i I 

3 ^Rjrtrcr 'daft a> EFfa^r 4 31 apm 2006 a> £ffta> anftaft aft an$ avfft a> wi #4 
EfiRtcja at Etan^Rerfcr mtft 3 Ttft?r ttacfa 4 d, 51# ft 28 a$ct 2006 3ft p f HIei 
# f ^liwa gm arffcr ciiRiPvy* tffta? <ft toei 4 filter arTftar aft earn 4 
EjEaft E 3 a?t 21 fta> 3 TT^T 4 E 3 WT fftRT 1 % ft - #T?ft.<ft fcFJ ftftfF ftt fftsofoa 4 
(i) % (v) a> ^aa«T cf T f &i f^us p amsidiart aa crr>t aff gfft asp 
fftfftEm 2006 aft fttffter atftta wit 2061 4 etsicr ^iroicfa at fftaia> 28 
ffteT, (2006 ft> 3 TTft?i 5 TO fftRT 'jlT’FTT I 




^.5 #iw -tIRIIdil ft 19 ajaEJER 2006 aft fH3> Em arfttcT ft gfjftcft aft EWlfftl 
Jr arfirfftftEj aft aa^r fftEp afk fftftsr fftar fft> - 


f EJf 3cftcT ftcTT t fft> 28.4.2006 ft> 3TT^9T gTET gET RRnppj aft jlJS> « u ^4)d ft 

Wj<f f&ifft, EftEnfo Ejf fterfa 3 pui aft cti^ 3 cTS5 «pft ff f, aanj EEgft an arrftEr 
JftaT t i arfftaam nfftna 4 e?? Ejfftct f^n etejt t fft> Etna anr^sr # arg^ 4 

tRT 3igq7cR 4 gt# *rrafR hiISi^i aiUtf^m s>t gm 11 

II 

WERf i> atg^r? fRR aft pf^raff sfr an^r ^ s^|7f. 11 

! gi# aft afR ^ ^r g'j yRtfeci 3TfSfwtr sft #3R ^ w*pz qm?f 

m ft anfr m faj f ?rt ^etr ^ s?r pf^Eroff ^ anai aft ?n%sr 
tja? 4 f at fttcR gjft ft wft aft «rmr t i i 
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FRI 28.4.2006 cf> ?*IW '3<RT 3lk?T $ ^ <k tfk> fclR 3Rf 

g Rm i q aim w Rk?r f^n 11 ^rr ^Rcr wi, 5^ aikRm <£t sjrt 11 
aripfa 5*# ariSmjR - eta <ur *g?fer ^ ^r rkpq gmr ^nflq trit srt 

M ^ gft T\$ ftRft ir fjpft ?y£f ^XT gygjgj 3 ^ 3nqR tr 

<t>lkl^ Rf! Wrfl ^I#q I ^IT 3wR3 gmi 'H^4)-I ?kT ^RT kT &IR 

m*( £ f?R wm ' j'gfair t zn argrom ftmT « w%q i 


Flft Sim % VW RRIT TOT t TOPRf - TO % ’ft €t^TH^ IRT <I>T ^ 
Ru p Ruti g> <jR 3 igs ^rg faq to t i ^ fh# ?*irt f^r^ff kt 
sum $ fq to> tot totto! ttr vstt^t 3?r arra^ciT # i aro m to 

’ITO: TO-TT tTOcI if cii'tcifc|cp &R 45 clilK ?ITO arfsTPiTO 3>T SRT 11 3> 

TO?srf to ar yrr m ftro unq tot tot^ tost *f Rrafftcr to?T qjgtM to tort 
kro tot 1 


26 21 ar&ci 2006 kt wref to ^t «Nf aisicr 

^f an i akr #af ^ Rnff^RT ^TTReff to TOirof to 14 . 6.2006 an# famr tot 

SIT, TOlft, vi-etlcTR TOTTORI $ 3TT^qr oTPJ, Sf, 5^ StTfakTO) rfltfef 3RITOTT3lf 

gft totot to RiPrf^te ’to ^ Rf^fcT ^ faro I qfaf totori ^ tor f=k?if kt 
sim 3 >R3cf fq, faroi aikkro, 1997 g?r sirt 11 k agMim 3 ft akm g>t ^ 
aft, 2 TOFTO, 2006 <k 3>r ^UT'HIT'i ^R 4lRl(^y<t> tRq> cf> W ^ ^olf cf> 

feiq tR'u ^Rflsm aiT^r ^r ^RikT rmRk kmT w sit, ftmt 10 r^j^r, 2006 <re> 
Mura i R^ f ^ft feu4 p 3 | O T JlPft ' I Tf I WniM (IRTR^ afft k^cit) ^r Tjajcp 
tk> 9 ^I^R, 2006 kr 3TRf r facT ^ «ff, kt ^W 'SllilRHfl ^ m«T TO 4l Sf 
cisit mgn ^fecf,~l u i ^R3% k fcTq aiTOR n?m kmr tot an 1 iRikr 


3677 G1/2006—2 
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3 jit?: fR femft l ft aft 51 ^ aft ftstmifd www.trai.gov.in *R ^?lfaT mr $ ^ 

mjftfcT jftfftt? aiftm ft tmgmR ft strt apr mR 3m «nnsi|wj> mm ft 

qjRRi^ 1 3 mmm t 1 master tfte> attem xr mr f^rf^Rff xr ft ffiift l m 
rjeir M^ill xr ^fT otf l <smcH» fm ft 3*1 ap t RTtft XR mft aft mf t I 


3w fl^ttraR 


3j.i j <nft i ifcata p afaot ftt arfftmT m«tT mmrft mftfiH *re^ 

i I- 

I ] t 

3j.1.1 j 1.10.2004 tpT mt tfte> 3tte?T ^ItTTRT ftatm TOljTO irRIT ct tf » [ fi q cp 

fttem jH«H+i$«ift' ft ftm fftftt fftft? mr wi mft 3 r?t t 1 f# 


m>R 15.1.2004 

^t ttajm amfte attem ftt ftmr mft mrniT i gmjer. ftftf ftjSfter artemf ft 
ajtect jagwsHft m«? aft a#irm tefe? mft aft 1 manfft, can^tft* mm, fftft? 
■fsq ftj 15.1.2004 tm tfte> attest ft ftm 4 aite 1 . 10.2004 ft toft attest ft ftm 
3 apt p)c|'oi1<jH aptft ft at? rmr mamT t fft fftftt Stm ftt SiatT ft?oT TOtft 

xji ^ct aft TT^ «|R-«rR aft ftajfftafi ft mm ft 3TOR <R tfftp fftarffte mftf 
| utfcjddio stifftet teaft t, am: tmrft xr Pift^ui ft vku ft ftift fft#m wtr 

pm a^rm mRRPtsatft aft mum w a^ft apr «ti«n5i4 mftsm mFtmt ftarr, fftmft *m 
fttemj - yaftcwi ft mm ft ftaaRt mr aft^ fta mft err 1 €tft ftmftj ft irirr aft? 

jftcRp ft' ftfttect fftfiFt ffttet xr fftxprfteff ftt attest mm ftft ft 5^ SRT vtlft 
jRtaref m ft 'Hwi'i u i ftarm viM*ii<tni aft •ftmRt ft f$R armatmc? aRjfftj 7jxr ^ ^ 
ftt ftp fftm mr mam t i e t T f&i ffttm ftmtmtft, fvptft ?ft ft mr t 
t3Rft mttft ft fftxj t^p ftm ctarr mm fta^ f, ^fftp IftPm xr 

fftEtR-rfftrft ft ft^t ft aftlt aft i am: at? fta^r mr msmr t fft gasq m^ftRt umm 

ifl^TT, y^cjxll^ff Cf7t TT^TT 3fk 'M>W1 U 1 3fI^??Pf^TT 

KfT, f3fr^ MI^T ^qTef OTRT ^ % ^PT cpt tKf^RT cf>^ ^ (et^ cf^ ^TT | 














I 


[*FIIII—qr*g4]_W TTSm : 3TONTF1_H 

3 RT $tfl| dWmRlf, v 3 Tt Hmd Ijn ^det ^ 3 # nit 3 m Wd n> dddtd ^ 
fen? mr dgf n*tft t nfem 3 tt^ vmtndraif, disnif, dnwf efr emr ^ fen? eftfi t, 

| 

fcR T 5 £ 3 McfT 3 RTSTT ^ 5 T WH ^TT g^T ^ ^TT fttWR 2004 ^ £fef 7 

aifeff $ ^rrft fe* vjtt^ ^ v 3 c<-m MRR^ifciii)' ^ ^fef 3 fcr?ta «th fen ^tptt srr. i 

. 

I 

! 

3.1.2 danfit, ?dni dnwic{ Fteeff n> met if 1.10.2004 ni »i £ftn> ani&r n> 

_ 

» io ftn^ u ' dan ydtnndi nit 3)N^4>cn nn jpft 51# n> met era wh gsr nra 

i 

did^tn €t£fnw^t ni men 3 tFf df nunit wi ^ nine! ymf if ni 

d?d w n>^ ni fen? Ftem ^t ^ anmtnd mi fin 1 ^er j 

| 

dnief vflm nr^r w ns mg? fom ddt 1.10.2004 ni w £ftn> antm if j 

i^t Wndiaff, dit M~HK U I 3 fk nine! ^TcTTXt 3?q^ l^d ni ydtd ni fen? sj-kfHM d^t 

nndff t, ni fed? UdMd T <ji c| | 'M^» 3 irara 3 ieraT 3 PW ni wid if -W«dl nit i 

I 

aN^* ~di t 1 danft, ?d?t 13# f% f*nfa feWT TjrmT, n? men f^Ffaieffd jtw 1 \ 

I 

Rarmraif (stseit ni aienm) ^ ^ft n>f?m dfntf mr fi? at ftmf tftn> ftfaddf nit 

! 

unWd t efr m^ y? dan P i 4 *h efr nft if ■w^nw“i dnt dy at 1 j 

| 

3.1.3 steeif nn yferfttnn nmif met mnenM if dni ftm mf&if^ra> ^ier 

j 

wra n na ff ■$ imer n?r we ni^r ^r ammidi t dan fem n^nrai nit ift 
unit n 5 t atgnfcr ^r mfr ^T%q 1 n?rfdi t f% fMt mm ^nei 
3 mnTdT # feT? WI taH T|d fd SIMR n? ?tdelf nit ift dneW n>d^ mft 
^T%q ^ %ndeff ^ 'wr d^f nR r# t aft^ nil# ft#t m mt n^t 
#tdT t ; ^ *tt dTEnw ^nm wfindT nil dffrr #m nntndT t ; iteei wrtndT t 
dr n#f, n? men f^Ffm^td t dan ndiw ndtnm nne% nit emit m ^Mt ^deff 

^ fenj di*ni| en yd 1 "il if <j 15 ; niR^ «Wt 'jpf ^n>iRt<i>K m^t y^t^rar 3 )H-iiet # 1 

3 lk afcRi^tn m?R ’ff mP i Ridn) ^t araendm dndraj d#t nimr t 1 

mmt y%dT ^ ^tm ar^cp and neft^i ^ ^r d# #, nft g^n wt ^ ?d n^ if t 

| 

j 

i 
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ft 3Rj ftyrafi ftt ftfrr ftmaft ft fat; aryft arfcrf&ftf ft araft ft ynR n€f ft 
Ut t nan OTlft ftt vi^KH ft *j?n afR ■ywfTT ft ftftfftn ftnr ftfl^ (nftt yy>R 
ft yftwaff ft ffti? 1ft'Fra ’RnFT t cTSTT ?nft ftt^ 3RR nff t ) fttfft nftt 5R)R 
ft yfteWI3Tf ft jftnj wn t ftfc W 3TTETTfftr n€f t fft ?W 'SMft'l ftft fftnT 

ftncTT jf i ns nft fftnr nm t fft ynR^ srt nnew ftmft ^ft q ft ft ftyft, ftft 

; I i 

jftuToft 3 nfft n^t t,' fftnft left aran ft anf§fa> n s ram ftt 3 TFrenftnT ftft t aik 
|?n yy>R ?nft ftftftRR ftt fttlf 3)|q?i|chm nft t I vJMftqell ftW ftt yfftnfftn 

I i 

ftft ft vdH'fttWI ftWRT aifsJlftift ft SFftft -ftj ^feftftT cPT wftt ^ft n 5 T ^ 5 Tft 

jft t^JT nqT t I nftfft 3Fn ft ^3ft t ftft fftftftn WW m aiftfttn ft ^R 
ItR ftFT n ftft f? U*m aft ft 3RKFT am ftTTfR <?Rft ftt jraRfttj/ fta^ U^lldft)' 
jftt yin. ftra nftn <raft ft fftnrar <m ajsnrr, ft«ra ymft aft nft ft sranmnT i 


j 3.1.4 1 iraRftt cm yfftfftfftn* nRft nrft ^njft ft ns ftarn t fft r nrft, 2006 ft 

jftfftpj ftftnn anftn ft ncnfftftn ftftmr ft nftnftn ftt aftsn nfflt fftynj wfftyn 

j yfft^ft ft fftnft ftfftn ^ ft yntam ft fftq mfftfftw ftnft nRWTsnft ftr 

f ftfi ftr d ftfftnt ftt -?nfftcT t 1 ^ jraRn? ft sn arran am ’gpnn fftn an fft 

qiPijuqq) ftnm tieH<i>i5«iy ftt ns hr qsfil’ii mf%y ftsT sraRftt ftf ftnnj mfftt 

afR fo§ 5 Rnoft yxira<4> anarai ftara «nran> ft fern n€f, ftwfft fteiHH yftnrcr ft 

nynfftr fftnr nm t 1 agt? wft ft fftnft ftt t fft ciifaitftjft ftnet n®n<ms«R 

___ i 

ftf frfftnnT ftt ftfftft ftt fftfftf^e nRRT mftq nan ft^nn ft f^nR ft feR 
qi[t)i[Ct^ 4 i wnRiaft ftt ftfonf ftt ysnFr ^Rftt mfftj 1 


3.1.5 T>n» ’jaw iiftni'U ftt arici?wnT anarefT araian nan (ci^hm yfftnnT ftr ynnj 
ft fftro y^ y’nanfM ft ynn fftnfftft nn fftsftnR fftnT nnTit nan y#nRR 

1 : 

nn |fefttn fftHfftfftn t - 
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W!T ^>T TT3fq?f: 


13 


(i) sn? ^ Rte foro t fa TOTTOiaff, vjjt wg+lf anf^ ^ toW ^ fa? fand 

tito tot?t t cftt totr^ Rfar ^fa TOraiaff £ ajfap faro stt <j>t anro t. 
ara 'cra'PT £fa> 3 tt^?t ^ Pi<fan if w«ecii tot? tstfT <4t 3 tototott t i totj st^ ^ 
TO> affirm gfecfar arro^ ^T ij<f top totto? tot <fc wr ^ fags faro far?f 

TOFf TO fafa fair t, ^fafa ailSifaFT, 1997 ^t W 11 (4) 3 TOfcTOT faqTT 
TOTT t I TOT TOT TO SJIFT 4cf fT? 1% 1.10.2004 4> TOff £fa> aTT^R if OT7 

OTfifa TF£® ^ RTOf 3 c| | P> | RVm» TOITOTSjf cjf TTfa TOfat uqfa’flTWI cfT 

ffro % 'W«cii artfar aft, ciifi) i f^j<t> wirorarf ijft to?% cftt tot wronaft 4> 

fa? 4 hIoT TORf # f ftPKITOT 3ft fffcT TO 'OTTO TOFT <?ft aHTO3TOT l t I 3ftff 
^TTRcTf ft, OTSRT ft <?ft^ 14 FIR 3Rft <ft fa? 3>TOT TORf TO fa^ft ftT TOT ft 7RSTR 
3ft ^fWT TOT TOT^ TOT?, §*icp fa? ftftt TOFFTiaft 3ft 3lcFl ^ 'TTTTOT far? vHlft 3ft 
3TOTOTOTT t I 3TcT: TOETRR <ftTOT OTTTTO3TO cFTT <Tlfi>lf^H<t> <fcTOT TOTOFTSTO 
sift on fail) 3 ft yfaifai far? TOft 3ft srmvmji 11 ara: Fteof mr TOfa vmtftmf 
to m to fa farft garo MRnmi 3 ft arraroroiT 3$f t, Fffaift 3ff t i 

(ii) OTTRR $3cT -H«H*hj«Kf cRTT c|]f&|Rwi<t» <facf 'HTOTOsM'ft 3> ftfa faUHM 

3f fa T3T ft faro TOft 3TTO fate fftfas 3faR 3ft gfe aftf^RPjd t 33ffa fa# 
TORRR .ftTOT -H»H<frl3«W ^T g?RT ^ <1lP>lfct|<t> TOTTOT ^ OT8TR g5T 

arraroTOrr aik TOf^T otft Rtf t i 

(iii) R!? TO’ ^4tTO4 cTTO t % OT 'TT Bteoff, fyRgf% OT^ 5RT OTRT gTOf 
TO fepTO TOFT I^IT t, 1TRT ^TOFT felj TOR TO HR T ^TOT OTFTTOiaff ^5t gTOT if 
1?R 3fk 3T%^ t I 3TcT f^TO TO7 TO 4t c||fi)|f^jc|> TOTTOFj, f^ TOT ^ ffecT 
TRTT 3FR TOTFT TOTTOFJ, fcRFTFT SfcRTO TOcFT ^ 3TgRR 3TFFT—3TTOT FFfr'TOtft f 
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(iy) ^ ^ teq if# nftiroi awn t, °arftr if fttqn 

trajll TJ^frT if 'HpMcH<P# #, v^-Hlft fem qftmi if ftn ^RIT t fvJm^f #FeT 
'Hfr*i^';'f #t ^fif <f> angR # if jpiVt *pt aijm# t i f*t 

if c||fi)|pVjcb 'H®H4>|$«Rf #t RPlftd Sift# #t qgrlH 3>T 3>nJ 

^jm j# armwfRT # <r ftfo tftp R i P^h # ft^R 3 rj<jt 

afian # UlffvjH # f<# ftm W t | 3RI XJcp qftjim stqWT t, 

| • 

ftPwnT # qftiH # f$ixT ft##e ^f&nrf aik vm*)Pi# gif oiimcp ^ # 

M^H j<IR# t cWT ftf# if# qftrrkd URft # fcFJ ft## # q<?5R #f 

#?Ffar |W t i yiR)<tw u ( ^ # ft *tf # fcjnj 3^WRg> 

J JfRM <fclR if 3JRRT vlfecT t, FFoIT ^feftfui 3F pj#I ftqr t I 

vpi wj> ft trrftrtw ir <jfe<jji u i if Hifif^r if £ftp faRii# # pri&m &z kf 

«ij^ ^ OTtuFf ^ feP? ciiPif^cj? cfj^cf cfrfciw^ ^rf^FTT 

#x# gjf q^fcf 3?tR# t 3fk ??T JRPR <||fD|ftj<fr <ftcT gjft aft#C ## 

aft tftp ft##f aft qjg a> #?r aR ftn t i ftPrfte ## #j qftnftd a?# 
afr aftf <jfea>ki ft# #t «hir ?Rrr ffrm amRuftcff aft tnftcr a># aa 

■ i 

a#} afkn i an# qfrrftm if wnfM if #aar ^®Ha>iFavt at #>fraw at ft? 
*<Rc{^ #IR qf# # <J>fedl4 ^ *ik if nw RraR ^ I i tftp ftjPmf if ftftR 

Tte ?Rtm ^R?f : ?pra ?*r * qftnqi # #?r ftPtfte #jFf #t f f w 

r ! i 

pR afk %cr Rrm# # ftij arcpfkf gft # m ^kiT 

! r j 

I trj i t)iPiftn<t> #«ra «8«4 >i^«r #t qftfiftd if anw j <jfc*l u i wn 
*fF ft> ?r# F#f ’?nftn t, fsjt if ft# #m #t ajra^RRT t 

(fiPiRte ^>q # ^if? ft'? rt t i am: yiRf^ui ir t#; Fftt#r #f ^>r 

fF <jft4>Vl 3FRPTT t. #f amf# if WR* t FSJT ^ftp RlPl^fl # yiffuRls} 
tePfRfe ^njFf #f qFdH # ftq <f«fin # 3Fq?iR)di xr anEtij# t l 








[HFTIII— 4 ]_: 3 TOTVTFT _ 15 

(v) mt it f5f577 qgf ft*rr «it imn t ft> wjm & mt ft m v*> 
mirm 3qcr awlwr t arcmr 3iftift*ra> wht, toj €ftt #raf ^ »ir^ % ^rrq 

s 

% JJRT ftRT Tm *JRf ftarfcRT if < 1 * 11*1 ^ ^tcTT t v5JBT q? ftarfcT, f^RT^f 
ajg ?qft) wpf, wfaarait cf; y#3R ^ ftrq arraftRr t. gcRi if q?ra ^ swift 
feTtf ^3T VSTRIT t I £cflft«H ^Ncf aieRT <t>r4<*>*l, *Te» % dlftlfti|<l> WlWt, 
ft?ft 3 ?tecff, qcftf 3ITfc IRT SdffC % 

q*ff?5H kj<+> <iitH ^ <*>h if ?f, \d'i<n1 <ftiaft q>t q<i> qltfa *J5"9 ^*1 ^ fcHJ 
ffTRrTT 3RW *3cT t I 3R: *1? clfftiT ft> TOR°T ^TTSTf q?T ftm tl^R ftRT 

v3T ^BT %, w RISHAT RefreTfq? TTeTT qq> SlftlfaHtf) qftcT ^®a^If«R ^ 4ftf 
aicR Wr # -ftjq ui'H'Pi<+> m rrt t i 

(vi) qftqm q> ftrq ajarar qresm # ft*R? tg cnftifan* <£«ra qistj^Rf <# wjj? 
qf ’ftcR ftft ft td stftrat eft qftTR qrR ft ^S?R ft WST 4, -q? ^3T ^RTT t fft 
■gftq ft 3TRR qR .OTSJlftcT fcRRR Ml>*TRI 3tcftT ^?cf % cWT ^PT ft q? ^ff 
fc l P l f^bri Sfftrft ftT qR? qv*ft t I 

(vii) ^ yi'Mftcbdi m ftqrc ^cf fq, v3tft 99 wfcmd 'H®h4>i^«k qcft Ri-kh 

arrcteft ataraT ftq?r amteif ft mm ft ftwmi Tim wi q£ t. (rrs<mzit <m m 
qpTTq fa qrftrftqq> -HeHcblsjeift qjf q? : *ejR q?rfq ufft q>t 3nq*qq5cTT ftft «lft 
I ft iR fl ftqcT sTT^T^ ^ ftiq aftftR W 3Tm)d<f ^ ftrq *tgi 

t i fttr'TR q ftH Rr cT ^cH iq^ trh t ^ft> 3 ri«it *nj aftftar Fftcff 
anft gft ftm cqcRarrarf ^ ft?M ^ qrrar arm^ ^ ^ftei ^ ■hhwr 

i 

(viii) daTT (ST^PFff^f #) ^ ^ 'dftH'jH # ftiq ^aK' ^iq 

Tizftmi 3)t Ufftf ^ ^ sft cfSTT <3># 3OTW+ ^R5TT qqr qajfft? qHRtq 
yiftq)'( u i # 3)a4d qq4 q5)ft cRTT SRfajT % 31^35FRNT q?T yftPtftrq ap^it | 
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yx) tjftnfa wnfaff sm # ^rttot w t. 5nfe»?u i en n?r t fa Mrrr 
^ Her? # tygjcr gfa#»i arraif <wr ^ -jmn # irara 

5ji#? # 7 r(cRfa *tei <p# fa?# fare tfar re ttf# arer? #1 # ret^n i 

; I ’ t 

tj?# ate cnfafara> wHfait # aim? fa*RM nfaa<!T # snfar # arcnkr 
aniretpft nre fa? # ??t rmR # 3rereren #ft, M fa fa# j?rei?R <faoi 
■H^resft? ’ # ## t i ; 

t ! 

(x| #■ tjc#® fare vw t fa ijTpiifaj^ 5 ## fat? t; - ## l ai-grere?)' et 

faj? tj^ip 3id#lfad ?irt? fW refa? cWT re?R t^?? £ i^pr far; re# 
^nf%TT Tsjfr fa# ?refa 3 fa# ?nre?R #srre wrfan at fa? trmfaij fare tin ??t 
re] i infafRR ^ #5 fare t fa g?re #? re rereree? wfaair <j> ?rer 
anfafajin ren? ?re# etrer anti#? ynMre ?t nfaftfe rrerert; 

ttk fticf anfa farere # f nre tj4 anp# ar#T re #srf?R re?} # t i am; 

: I 

t$ire hire re an# ?ren tR f cwt re#H rerereari 3 ??t! 3 fa# 

&iq*tl<r>di reft 11 

(Xi) ?re ?ppr t fa -gfa rerea wi t, aicr. dis-tfa #71 faa iwrtrenait at 
fa? a£i # ?ra># ait? ?re renra nre ren £ anre? re ara^Tf# # re#t 
#l%? ,'| 3iK?f ?re 3, ?m n/aacre afa fa# rerea at fat; ?re |RR W 1 ^ 


falfa h 1 re <?, tsm cRg # BRcT cire a??J ^ ?1RT tjjt tjp?| # #El Tf t^> 

Pifa^d j <t» f nlR<» ?m # afr? ?# ?f?g # w, rrct ^t ^ tpra? t# #n? 

g?# 4 fat; an?n# 3 wf # I siRw(#n t3#n ^ wrd $ ^ t 1 

XTc^i W ?IF t fa ?IF ?fa cTPT ^ falf?R # feRR 51## ^ 'H^RlcI 

i;iitfa<jsiH_tR anqifar ^i# t fa#r ?w ?t t^j -it?-#^ cndm?^ % wn t^?nfa tjm? 

tjc#3 fam W t, # cTHTcf farf?R 31'dPlfSd tdfiddiaft tR fcRn? R ^?cl 

I J :: i 

r '; 


(xii) #Rof t#tf#RH # gfrl^d, tTlfa^RR ?PT tR t fa #n# # fafaRT 

5rr f 5R^ y# «# #s# tiro an# fM # ?i?sn ?r% # error t ct®tt ta# 


i 
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TJF> FIFTFF ftFR wf^rTT ft Wt F#t FTFT FTT Well t 3RTFT FFT FFT fa Tjft 
T3F cflf&lf^ch FFTFFlftt ftt 3JTW fftifft ft FFR ftt F#t ^n^TT FTT FFFTT t fftft 
FTETRF ftFR vJU'ftckll ft FFTF ftffiRT ftt 3T1F?FFkTT # I ftftt afttFT TOR ftt 
FFPTFT# FTFftf, dT'ftlckllftf STTfft ft RTF ft feTCJ ftftt ftFTftt FF OTFtF F#t FR 
# I sTT'Scm't-cftf SKI FF tfcfto fftFT FFT FT fft sled) ft TJF> ’TFT ft ^PT ft ftFR 
5JFR T?FT F# FTF FF fftrfF FR# t cWT ?FFF wft ftftFT ft ftfFF FF 
gRT fft&T F#t fftFT FFT t I 3FF Flftt ft, Rlfiidd ftftt ftt ftffiRT ft 
FTfftFF^-ftiT ft FTFT Wt ft FFTF ftt FFft fftff ftt ftftFTcf FFT ft TTFlfftt FRft ftt 
FFTFFT F#t t | 

(xiii) FF ftte fftFT FTP? fft fttF ft fttF ft 3T1FR *R ftfttFRR t $\ ^pr fttfcRi 
cll'WfftfFTlftf ftt wfclRlRd F#t F^FT FFT ftftt fftftft #FT Ft FFiftt- t FTFT ftfttfftsTF 
(ft'Md'f ftt JTRT FRft ftt FfF TTPF FRFT ftFF F#t Ft cTFT ftFT ^fftfttR FfFcft ftt 
araitfReft ft frt frr FRft ft wf *r fftwd fpf fr# ft ftp; ftFR amkft 
ft frt «nft ftt ter FftFT i 

(xiv) WTtFFT FRFPF FffftfftFF ... wftFFT ?T«F ftt fftRTgFR MftFlfftd FRFT # - 
(f) FFftlqdi ft.srf^rsfeT #, ftw «jfftn ftt — 

(i) fftftt IftdKF ft ftp? Fft# FToT 'IslftFdl t fft>H4>l F 7 RTTF FR fftFT FFT # 3TFFT 
FTFFT fftFT FFT t SFFFT 3TTfftF> FFT if ’fTcTTF fftFT FFT t dFT FTffftFT FFT ft 
FFTFT fftFT FFT t, SfaTFT 3)RFfftF 'JfTFFT ftt fftftt TPFTFft ft 3T<ftF fftFT FFT t, 
FSTT Ffftf STTfoeT t ^ft FTeT FF ftt# ftflT TlfttW ftt |cldK u l ft feF; ^TT FTeT 
uflsdl' t ftt ftFed t 3TSTFT FRRT IftFT FFT # 3TFFT 3TTflTFT ^ ft F7TFTF fftFT 
FFT t 3TFFT SfffftFT ^ ft FTFFT fftFT FFT t 3TFFT 3TRFfftd ^gFFTF ftt fftftt 
TRTTeft ft ftrFfcT fftFT FFT t, FTF ^F TTFtF ftft Frfftr ft argfttFF ft fftFT FFT t 
ftg TpETft FF oftftd ?TTfftpT F#f t ftt ^F: f^ftt 3TFFT fftftt 3FF FTfftftFFT TTFftTF 
ft ^F FTeT FRT FRFT t , 3TFFT 
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(ii; %Tt kam k fen? #(1 feJRlTJ tR etcTT t 3RW yam ytkk WIT t 

tnrrk pern fkm am t aram aram farm am t aram mfkk aa % gaaia 

ft*?! SRT t 3TSTETT 3nf#> m k T fkm am t aRRT 3TR>K|PTcT pam kT 

fkk prfcft k kcka fkm am t am sat m ktt kiaisff rnfter t, 

fkp ?k c#a k kr f^iKui k #m? fkar? <r kar t aram yam amft t 
wit it fkam para fkm ^rm t aima aram fkm am t 3 m ariftra> an k 

pent fkm am t 3tm?T 3TTf#> WT k mam fkm am t. atam atRafka paTH 

f : ■ k# ^ on oil k kata fkm am t, on? kk tan? vm - yfetRaa mfka k 

app ft ova kt at t, 

PW 3 !' tJWi (i) Pkiy k fcR 'mfafPm BakR" t fktft WTHRIT SRT 

Imktj m? 3?am ormn an k onkt k#m ana maT k ukon k fen? wfWiw 
lk pan k yak srt nnta ftn? aq ark m nnfa mrftk ntf t; 

gkmk at? n?, a P am msm mkkmr m vtfw kto-aianf am tfkn 
I knp k fen? 5 Tt kt mftanf m nka, k ftkgk 1km mak t: i ma 11 (2) k 
kafa q Rm f km tfkn f#m, Mr an k mgm. yekm fkq m? mnk k 
3TmSfk tf# k will oi tf k fk? taffim an k fkkm yam? kr mm wit t 
on#; yqntnaT kara mfkfkmr t tm kft anna ntf t. at a^r kfkk m pm 
# i ^r#m a?w arkRm t kflw nrRrfki^ Ptoraaf an^r # ?a tier ^ 
tf ®tr#ct f# ork k fk? kanfteT ntf f^rr va tm t I ak apraar awm 
3#Pm nf fkPT m a? ^smr aimn? ntf w nm t i 

1 

3.1.6 jntew TTfp ftn? p ftark ir fpR wt ^ n?am! am asa a#fa 
cpnnft k fP# nf npT t # f#t1^e an k Rrfpr *#kf ^ anaR ^R 
j -nr k fp ^fec#r f#TFqmr tg orfiran n#ei am ananpa ttm am w$ 
r , f ;*: k fen? P anaR P; tk ^5t Tjk amaaT t i asa wfkhi k am ^ fen? 
; i CT!n?n i[fk#n orq-n-n arf#? ajergrtf km i km mjk mf a^Ri n»T 
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aiM^cbcit nti t, ^ ^rsrt n?r ^ s^rtt an t <ran ?tn 

nft M araftre Mr if rit an ^fktt I, fbn# fen? wr eft 3tM*nd>di t i am: 
griM^r if 7 M, 2006 n> Mnn ant?r 3 ftftcr d#iftnd> n>«reT 
aft faarcH T?R*Hmr aft enm? rsf^ nn frofa fenu t 1 

3.2 <jif&ifoq<t> n> fonfrn nSf 3 M??raKir affc ^rafecr snftef ftn? amf 

c(Tet d | p>|foira > Mfe l cS 'R f cf> 5 W 3 fR d> feP? ^ft dlhf^lefi MRiwinf ^ 

ftrPgcr fan? ann nff Wcr 1 

3.2.1 #n an rnpi a<^*n an ’gnm rrenr <rrt fi uill|ch'iu| ^ snRt 31.8. 
2006 n> 3IT^r if ff-^M n> w if nffnff f^mfRcr cM n5f Wet ^ aftfM 
afR M srfSRjpid steff ^ fen? ^ «mra nfanrorf n> fen? irmar £ftn? Mn nff 
fc|RTR ^f cdRsdl dff 11 argT cRP M ffft i> RdtT if #Ieff <?> epTR ^ ^TcW cm 
w f, dihf^r^ c^ercT 'd«t)4>i^«K afR RraiRn n«(R RRnsr^R Rnmf rr *r t I 

3.2.2 R7J ^Rif n? 3RR t ^4d<4f, fMrdR FTSef afR 3TR «r| cll^rf^l* 
yfrIMFT, -5ft d l -sScb l ffen afR ^TeT M? r3n4> anjif Ef> RTTO ^ ^TfSfcT WT if 

HRff 3RcT t, 5RT 3R *TR dff 3Tqif »f *R ^TRI an R<mn f | tcffftaPT #Teff 

afR czmrR stot vrRff arRlRgrr Rff-rorf n> 4Rr nRisr wfw r4*t nti Ft Rrncn I 
#8# fMt FfeeT 7TT TR 7TT cfeR cm niFF* F^IeT €t<Jt ^TeT '4^ ^ ^ 

Ff^eT TJir TFeR 7TT tr 3^ if nff 3nW I ^ WIMfl l?IW®r >i4f*R^T ft^TT 
?teeT ^ Mfc i P i fS r quisjR'djf ^rt ftn? nq nfer^r Mf ^ nUfn 

■Msff $ ciiPif^ ' uRivh) rfr utM ^ ?m srm ttIM #r w? 
Wf 3fk M Wf if f^ERT ^ 'H^l-Mdl fMff I Tift M ^ if^T eft 
fteeff ^ c|lP>lfwd'«P T^ref IftTO FtSeff n? eRif M ^ 

tR M ^ fen? ?^r anflcfry nT^nrR^i tit RRieR nr ^r ^ an^ nff 
TffRcT: ( H l cl^q^d l nff Wff I 
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3 . 2.3 cPt ftyT «IHT y#T HR! 

fey 'Stiftt 3 ik ^ ^iPiR^ch wfediyr yy yyr yprrt yfr ?r 

t, ^JT IT? roe fej T|TT f^crtR yety *f PlHI^K t : 


(i) gtear yfer yifarfery offer 'H®h<i>i$«i?i' yfr Tyyrcw yfer ysycpT^rcf yf 'HH^c-y 
?fer fey ymj ffercl «nf? y?g^ yr yyffer yfer yy yyy aft? ^yyfr q^fcr yy yyy 

£r y€f Rfey I ??T^T yJRO| zfg eRTrqT yyj fe ftw «(T3TT? if Ml^+rwi? arfee 35?ctT 

t, yg vicbifSichKicKch t ffefe apft yy> fefefe yfr fefet yff t I gyyf ffej 
sntgyy??? yfr yym feyr yyt yiyy yy^yra -g?srfeii gyrfetfci ysy wfe yr feryy 
yfr «yrt 3 ^ yyyr t i 


(ii) yjifter y fej rfer yf ffe? ftfee f^yryfy fe? yy # ffe$ ^r m 3#? 
cnxMciicy fet femfer ^ ycTTUT yy ygr t yan fe fefy yt 'Hinilfeb wt 
fesi yy? y> ffe? ycHFji ay ygT t yT yrry yra y yfer yfeT/yfe? fereyt, 
yfeyfe at? y?g yr ferey? irt yyyyT yy tbt t. yfetycy ySt yyy yft y^frr 

• I 

y ??t Mr cry yra ffeiRT Mfe yr ferry Tnft rrfeary. fefxHiyf <£t fewyj. fer. 
^jetr ^|g, yray afr? yfey fefe gg Bit jyyyyw, fteifey feyfe y^1 yyy? y> 
My ferry swmfm Rifefely trsfej ffit an# t i 

(iiii) slccfl gRT yy ary? ?fe yyt yfr yfy yfr y^ § I'jri*? yg «iy|yi yyr fe yt 
Ot^Hcil yy ?yy yyyfy yr?t yT^ ?H®H4ji?y?1' aik ayt Mi)y“i yv?t yiyff y> #y 
ftyn pyyT yifl^ i ^ ?toi ftpycff yy yyyty ?yy yr?t t ^fcii! 
yrW^yyj y®y^r?yy yff ^jryT yyyr y#q i 

(iv) ^ yq ^ yygyy?y?f t y? ^gsyy ftyr yiPifty* y>t, yjftqy 
^If^iyf yfr ytR (yl) ^ yfeRfey fty? yr; i> ?yyy t yay ifryt y?r 

sny^yyy t, y> %yy, yrsm yfr yrf^ryf.qy Btg ftyr yyyT yiftqr 

(v) <£?rft yy y? t f^> yft yftf ar-yy-^rt y?ry yr ^yyff ^ftgyy) yfsgc ^ 

yiyyy yyyr yff feyT yy t yl yrfa#y<y tRy> ffrylf^r y^f: yfr yrnft yrf^; I 
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(vi) ftg? ijaigrft ftea MRf’kR ft ag ^J 3 na fear % ffta £ffta> aift tjftoR 
fta ft ftgcft aft Raraft ftfta; ffta anar art%a i 

(vii) 2 aa*aa, 2006 aft ft«Hajg tR fftj aa aakrr ftfta* anftaf ft aajgR 3 aiR 
9 aa^R, 2006 aft arratfuRT gaw $ 3 a> ft aftctaa fftftge fetafRar aiar ^ i ftfta 
ft ft f<*afRat RFITfWR t :- 

I area>Rg? aiR gaft Rr#^<r aft arR ft PiHfaftaa %afi aft ggrar w.- 

a>) afcr aiR fta-aRr ftft ft ffta tffta> fftfftaaa ft aatara ft fftra a?ra, m. 
tj i ft i fftaai ftfcr, fftftaT gftr aft #7 reR aiR gaa aft ftfRa ft gtgar anfft aft 
Mr ft snfftct fftar agar aifta I ag a?ara fftaT aar % anaro aiR agft aft 
^gfftrr aara aRft arft gRusi af ft ftaa ft a*g ana> arafts aft so wf ‘ft a>a 
?# 25 aaft ffta anft i 

(jts) ’k-RPiAifftd ffta aa aft RteaR arfRfftaai ftaar a®a<STgaft ft Rati ft aaift 
eft fftaRa aft to aftte 16.12.2003 ft a gTaR 1 arft. 2006 ft gift arfla ftarfft 
7 ant 2006 ft 2 Ra> ftfttaa aafta ft arafftg t 1 

(a) ^fRr gsna ftffta? Iftfftaaa ft aalwa ft 30 fft^rft ar aaft arfea? aift aftt 
ararcaaff aiR agT aa> fft aa> aT ft ^?gR aft ftIRa arft ftgft aft ft agft ft 
fft%a fta ^gR afR aaft aaa aft ftf^a arft ftgai ft ana vnfftar ifta anft ft 
fca; arr 1 

(a) arPifftaa> ftaar asa^rgaft ft fiaj aftki ftffta atrftft ft ft a^ ag - aa> 
ftft atmft aRR ft atsafta aiR ^aft fta ftft araRa ftaar asaaagaft ft arc ft 
arter ftft t - a? nferar ft^a ftftar ft fftj aa ar gaaa; ftaraft afR aaft 
ft'kR ft aafta aft Rdlcr ft aR ar^ afttaiRgftftaaMft ?nffta fftai 
arrai aT%a arft ftfta aa fftfta fta aiR fta-fta ftftr ftft ft ana# a>aa sri 
ftgT ti 
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(®) ftft-ft?t ftft ft ftFj ftfftp arft?r turaft ff> rarem afdRv t aft? ff ^9 

• : | 

fftftT t jfft FJfaflfFPt ^«ToT 'H®d4>l$«W ft foFJ iJFFIF Fit FJF?«IT !FFT #ft ftt 
f#ft ft?r ft^FT ftfcp arfft?r ft Fff IftFt w i aft? fftft 7 Frft, 2006 ft 
FFiftftt^ra arafor ftfop ftftfera arr^r ft ffti Ft? arpt? ffh fftmr v5fmr f#f 1 

II j fteftt eft art? ft Pirafafeid fftfsf ftt ^rarar fft 

(g>) st^j Fft ftfftp fftFf?F ft ijjt ff> Tj®ra> F?TF?f ff ft ff^ yfodftt F?mf ff 
vinft FifF Ftf%F I 3RT: <j|fi> | fon<p 'H«d»l$«Kl ft fcJF tfftp ftFT? Fftft gJT FcfFTF 
Filjtf F l jlfttF ' vTtc l dF ra T FIdF ft fftftftf ft 3PJflN F^f ftFT aft? g?tfftF F?ftFT 
anjt?r Fjt an?«ifftw fftFt fit fpfft t ft fif?t fftFt fit ?TFrar 1 1 

I i I 

(^) Sf^p anft?T fttF ?ct? aft? T3F? ft ftf^F ft fteftr Fft aiPPT Fftm t aft? f? 

: ] ' 

TTfirrrcrjpf t 1 

j 

(F)Fra.s , f3ftft?ft?TftftftfeR 3iRi<PdH ?p?r ^joF Fra w ftraffor fftFi t 
f# F? ftt ft^PT ftft c| | fi) | R^4> >H»H<P I $ F ft ft fcF{ ftfftp fftFf?^ i ftg T3FFtF ft 
PTIFT Flf ?TFicTT t I 

(e| ) 3ljlF?ft Fi?J? F? ®tft FITft Fit FFTTF £1^ Fit FtftF fft F? tftfP PteilRd Fft 
fyj?lft jeFJ FS fF Ftepff 5T?T ^FcITF Fit F^ ftfclflfftFi FitFcff FF ^ftfttF Fi? ?PPFT 
t I 

(3) ftfftp anft?r «ft 2004 ft ^t anftrr ft fftFt fft ftftlFF t, f? Pi4ff ft 

aippitF ft ?TFicTT t, ftt -?JjTcTfttF FFTF ft BFlft ft fftF Fldftd F? ftt? ftft ft fftlF 
ftftFFi? ft?-fftfftFfft?t fteft ft ftFft ft I I 

(4) ft^ft FF Ffftfftfftra Fi?ft Ftft ?t^f ftt FfttPT eft fft ft?—ft?T ^tftf ftt F?IT ft 

ftj ijstft - ftFPf ftt ftftra fftetf?F F? Vl?d l ftd ft?I ftF ftt ftjfft Ffftftt ftFf 
Ftfftj I 
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III T3) ft q? fildl-MI ft 1ft ^jft 'H®H4>I?q? qift ciiPiIWp qi 3RTSTT ft, qq 

HHH I ft fft fte? <*>4<hi ^iTlftd ft WZ 5.2 (l) 3 v>ei'W'W*fl wiltR ftt 

ftqfcT :J|c|S|i|4>dl ft fft?lft fftq dcfHH ft fft?lft feUJ «i«<pi*c ftt ^qlytla aftfiftcl ft 
I ^fRI ?JSIiq q? ft fft ft^cT Wjpt ftt 3TfSra5cm ftRcT ft?T M ft fapwllftd 

qif& l pjqq ; ftqer ?rRWT5?ft ft fft? uqftftcT ft, uft ft?T ftq ft ft?-qifftR>q<P 
vjqft l qd l ftf ?? ftf cTFJ, fftqi vHPTT qifft? I ?q> W?T3rt ft q? ?J3TTq ftt fftlT % 
ij?lftt 3T-erT-q>r€ ftfarf fft?ft c# l fcq<fr UfcIWH ?? oTP; qftf fttftt qrfft? 3&? fts 
ftfa qfafl ?fttftf ftt ftt «TTv5TR ft 3ig?Tl? ftHT ^rri^tr | «p| qifi)|Pjqct> «Rt«STftf ftf 
q?IT ft qlqci ■el-lei d*j6l f'ii'tift ft ■el'ici -afin'ift ftlcl? H-ciq q>T lftq>eq ftt, ftt 
sigftft ftt qiTftt qifft? i 

3 . 2.4 mUraR'? ft q? ftte fftqr fft ftteet ftt srerr ftqiftt ft smu? q? ftf^r qpq 
qWct ft, yaq?! getai ft 3HI '{RtJlftf q>T (ft? T iiq>'i qi fftftq ft fft? ft) 4 'CM'c <Tl*ti 
ftgt qftf t I 3TWlfftd ftqqJot, ftlftt fti^f ftt ?TCsqt, KrERTiq ftt W%\ ftt ^3 
*ii'iq u 'S qq dq>cl ft 3JT0fR ?? fft? wtift qiel (fttq r i qq ft) 4 ’ft 4>l4 f4qiq qft 
vUR ft ?rq5cTT t 3ft? q? WTIcr ?flcl qtff ft ?TftqT I 

3.2.5 U ll ftqwu i ft T*T U?q ?? ftt fftcJT? fftqt fft ^ ftft qft ftWFT t ftt 3HMdM. 
^wf^rai tfRsrH qft Mr ft anft t (ftnqft fteifft ^«rer srsq>if^T ftqrsff ^ 
crifa i fotf cp ftifn qft siwr ^ sr^FiR ffeeft ^ ft w>ftt 11 ^nft ?r«4f ft, 
IftRft fftM ftl^r ^IT fftM Uq>R ^ ?feel qft ftIM ^ ft «TTS? ^3ft ft 

IcH? fftqi WJ I ^ift 3ft? 5ll^*l'Wft *T SR^cTIcft, ftftT ?CR ft qR ftl ftf^TT 
^rft q>r ftqft fftm 3ft? *IHT fft ft ?T?6IPf qifOll^trcb ftf^T ^? ?ft ft cTSIT 

ftl tfftp Iftfftwr ft ft qn? ?ST vTHI ■gifft'I I 

3 . 2.6 wfft^r ftt q? ?ri ft 1ft fft%r fftr? qi? o if &rfftw ft^ei ? mr «W 4 qft ft ?qp 
fft?rft ft qft ftfftq ft ^q? ftr qrft ftteei snfft anft ft qsrr 3rwdfcft ft ftq 




24 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PaktIII—Sec. 41 


Wf?qqT WIT 3lqi q^f ^PTT Steel 3nf^ q? ,qt WT *t PteT 
*R PfaR PpqT T3TPIT xni%TT I qgr^jTit q? t % qiPiqRiq i qafaiq ap 

tfrq xip fc^qjrjiif Profq faqr t tbrePi qaqf, a ^ qeirat , ^tarfkq; iji'wnl q>r, q*t 
^penq^ at artiste >Hi*flf^cb anfsfqi ^Tftcqt qrt a^feqar aaa% §q ate-j-st£, anjj? qicT 
^teaa asp PriW tH*Pt at qqa <P f, ap arm q^f w qqr i, i sqap ararm, 

It eiqpfT arWcTTcff ap 3 tq PPte qR% $> ajfparqqq qKjqaqi ftqjftte qRqi 

; I ■ 

#a ajiPrap cpftq stqT 1 qiPtq>aq qP qs we t qq eqpqq pat 

ajrrklfPjqqi arcqcTTcTf qp Rte 3te}q apt ajfPsiT gjN ajRrqr q^t |, $kHfpR qcfqiq P 
afla a(R*r P ataqaqcP qp ataaq qqrq fP>q qqp aft anar fq q nii t 1 


$.2.7 quPr ttiPtwt 3 iiq?q<P"cii qsP qa are argqq ap aqqra qa tRqr fpfpqqq ap 
frqtep ift qif ?wn ap qa gar qmr qrkr ap tPapw ai araqq F^ft 1 
tii’iHt) 5 P 11 fP> P>P «l§n P Hfrl o oiq 1 ? vsit 3 I 4 P aqq ^ v3h4)'i ^ fofq Poftfatuiq 
ftqcpj qt kr^cT aro q ti q>aP I, qag P mi aqq q> aqararq apt anP qqTp ap 
fete fpanap qq qiPiftsi* qt?q q^t <jrP ti sar P®ft P ^5rPrq>;aTwrq, a=raq>kt 
sreqcitcr, qrfPqr ijcf afta aqq w pqr arastR, tpft f?qp, afta sisit anft afta q? 

q^t t, 3 ?T# % 1 qrsqTRSTf is ^mr ftqR-f^q?f aP qkrq q? we ^arr 
qperfSt q>^R ^ ar^HR $q qrPrf^qqi wfciwnt qit WTgqiReq q5t ja^qfct # ftqT 
krq^r q^f ftarr anqr t, qq ^qn qiaiT alk qRR art qqfafa q^ <t arPr qicft 
j apfe^ a it ^ qqqq q r gq q fcRt srt ctfitar q^t ft>qT w t 1 qqifif ^s w*wfeaf 
q cHp ip Hiai qfc i m qt qtt TTqrjrofr im f%qqqr ftq qrPr afk qwt hWIcr q^P ^ 
fcR t^fe Prgqq ftp? t | qf apff ^ ^5 t ft; q? qrsqrnte^r qq cl?q q^f 
ti ! 

3.2.8 qrPtqRq i qqqRqit irm ftq qq ftPpq ferqf&rqt/^gsnqt q 5 t itt qrfq 
q5t ajk q? qTqT - 
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(i) fcfftWT cf> mtW 'T 3 feTT? ¥#TeT d RT^T *TT SllPld uTT^ c|7^ 
yfciMHf srRfa> ^t w oftrt ^feg-far 

(ii) T^IT ¥llftd vJTT^r ^ eTT% 3 f^T[ R? spj^R cfft 

>sq 4 ^TTfteT ftRT TOT f TOffc ftRrf 3 ^R ^TT 

TO^t WH Tff^T ^ fted ^llPid t ^ #1 3 M^dll^d £f^T> ^ "qPdcb oZJ^tt 
TTf^TT" <£ #[ 3 STFRft 3RR c£ wf 3 ^.f^T TOT t | Pll^cbl^ ^ ^TRT ^ 
gRT f^T ^r RTefTF 4t | 3RTOT 

^d ^JH^T^sRf ^-FdP^d aMt ^ 4t qiPlPkjch ^Td ^TRT^T^Rf ^RT ^JdFT 

RtifRd ^ qipipki^ ^tro f^R-dd tot ^ c^t 3 

feR cffe q-JiJW vJMdVl 3RRTTO «TTcT t I *Rft 3 cllf^lf^Mch c^cf 
^HRT^RcRf cfsY ^RSRT <^T TOT W ^ wfodf <£t PT%*e TO ^T ^llPld d 
^TRt d> 3RTR ?t TOrTT t I 3Rf: tf^TT 3TT^ft cf^ sH^fad TO ^ 

TOfrf&cT dR3> ^TO> fcR OTEI f^r ^ TRdR fcfRJT TOTT t I 

(iii) cfdW, dTd, f^TdT #ToT STlft'd RT^T 3 feR TO 3 *l3 3 

TO SRdTd ^ m3 TOTTJ TO ^RRf ^ ^Jt^R d^f f^RTT TOT | cfRRf WTT 

cPt 50 ^ cfRc^ 25 ufT^ R^TR cT^FTcT d^T RRT W | 

(iv) ^TF ^RRT R7 3mTTftcT HHd^ 4t 3fr? 3Tf^ cqf^dq - ^' 

FfrT 3Tk f^T <M^IPcld ^vHT ^TT I 

(v) *RFRf ^ ^kFT dfc f^RT RR sn cFTp>|pkj^ qfci^Ml’ 

eTfcT 3T&^ WTT ^ft RlP^d 3 3 #ff^ MfclWHl’ cfc 3TT^ f $ 

cRgcT ?TRR>R^t SKI cTf^RT d^l RT ^ t ^FRcT: ^^1 cpRR ^jrf^RfrT 

3 l^T 3TT^ mcft «pfS : ^l£qf t I 
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(v>) rt farft wfawrer wgf anpr ^ $ w* n 


3 r,: il net WI '■tfa't 3ft? 5 «fcH> TIFtHI tfclJet OT*ifaf[ <fa wfct WTOW qff 
WcffTTWr ft WWcft t I 


<vii) T^f $ 3 ftect Mr $ w| faewf wt wot <& anpwpcTr t 1 

tt t 3tfa Ufa tOTfa WFT $llf<PTWIt' WT tffW IF# #f ftcIT t eft 

■3^% comil ■jcb'Hi'i vjolni WS 'ti<t>dl ^1 

; j . . 

: (viiij) WIT# ^ «ft Hf TTOTTct faw fa 'HWFl'f 4p5 *tNqf fa fanfa wt 

1 j 

^cnq^T fafafaw ftf^I cjt ffaj fat wfa f # TOSFT TtfFT fafa WW ! RlfiUPOTT 

i i 

•1' ew fa ^ftepr? fat faw wff% s# ^if famr fhn fa ftfaw 

i i ■ 

Rf# wr fafafacp faff ir ifT t w faf 1 

j 1 

(ix) ; fa&tffacp fatet '<RtWTi,fal fTF gfcTFT ^ 3TFR Wt W Iwfa Weft WI>!sHI 
W # 3 WfftfT tfap 3ffa?T 3 ^ q ftcR fa wr ^StTet ffatT W f#fa Uf TO ft 
#j fa WfafatW fatet W^HWlfR wfaljf fatoT 3TNte7/Wtfat ^ WFT <RK 

IR5JT t I 

j 

(x) ; Tjfa fafant fa&rffacp ylcfcsfa fa WTSTTWT fatet wfawfa fa eRf TO5FT fa 
3 ticri]cPctt fat #ft, ffa# ft faraf fa fawr r yfcfar f w# fat m\ fa: err 
wrt #fa farfa g?tfa fa fafau fat faw rtt i fRwfae fatfa *r qftwfa fa 

<R ff gstTf R irf WRIT RtT fa W®FWT?R WT tfaffaF T»W SteFT gfatT t 3fR 
cufafatcp c^fet IFFWTfRf ^ tefj fetfaw WW qff 3rtgf Wt ^11 Wf t Wt 

i 

fR 'i"t.i<T rrsft^te n faspTR t i > 
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3.2.9 vWj^rT E3RT ft 5^ ^TF n«lfc( ftRT 7 FTT ft) cJiPift^cp <^«lcH 

^sfT3)TF«R 3ft ^ Ftftt f^RT^T 3 TZR 3ffr vRjft v3^R 3ft ^fcTF ^ Ft^oT, 

IRiul iftc^oT 3RI FfeeT, W3 3ffr ftft 3Rt qiPif^qcp yftwt, oft 3TT3RT 

ftftpr ^>tst 3RTft t crarr ftRrft 50 m arte 3Rft t, *nftoi Bfft i ^fjf ^ 

^fts* ft 3rmfr 3 rr ^ 3^>hk ^iti fa ftP^a ft^ft ^r 3 tf? ^ str ^rftt 

j 

cj | fi) | pjij<fr nlcHriHt # fen? af^cRT ^p?T ^ 5 ^>. TTfcT ^Tef cR> #TT| 

i 

crarrfSr, Ftff ^ gif&ifyjjcp RRra>T?«tff ^ fen? mI«h* ^ppr t?R3t 3 

rfRif m fagRr ^ fen? £f^p am?# ^rr i> si^hr ^rnr i ftfr 

3 <PR ■£, • 3 ^5R afR <rRT >3RR g>? ^fcRT ^ F^R, tf^uT FReT afR 3F*I FteeT, 

i 

^RR 3tk ftft 3TR 3lPlft^3> nftrW3, oft STRRT 3fr? fttoR ^FeW 3RTft t cT^TT 

! 

ftffift 50 FT 3T^cf> 3R^ t, ^ ci|fi>|ft^ FfcTWff ^ ^TTFF ^ ^ * «ffeRft eft ! 

i 

3TTTjfif Fft illoHI cf W ft f^rf^TcTcTT ftt vJmpft, ^Rft> 3TR c||RiR*iq? rffciwftf <£ 

ftp? 31.08.2006 ^ 3TT^T ^ 5 (ii) ft 3TcTft*3 eFPJ, I j 

i 

i 

i 

i 

3.2.10 FtFcT sfft F^f TRf FRT F3> >HFRTT FF sft ft> ^Feff 3ft ft^t 

t^cT ^FJF ft eft olTcft t vR3ft W ^ ^Fet 3>T ft3K*T Flft FtcTT t I 

yfctwft efft WZ Pc! ^ftRt gft ’ft cJl^f^eb TRR cf>T ftWT ^RRxia cfRTft ^ ftn? 

I 

# feP? RIF 3)p|c|l4 WU W 3T-erT-^l€ 3TRTR ^R #=TR f^? I 
Ff# arfcif^T ^if 35 ^ # fen? aramr #=rer <rtf f Ft, 

. 

anft^T WlfEpT ft PF wt ftRT W-f ft) 3TRF 3teFT ^Tcft ^T 3#^RT ^|F?T 
’Jc^T *PTef ^ "^Tet sfl'Ma <fl*ici ^ 'cfftT J J ) U II "ft 3Tf^cf7 7f 3 ft 7 ? "cHd 
Stef 7 !—3fcT T T ^ftTcT ^^Tet $ 3tft^cR ’JcR ft> 150 yfcRTrf ft - 3?ft^ 

i 

#ft I ^IF ?5t ^Wf ^f IR cRTT TO? ^t 'HFRP ^HRR ^ feR? #=TR ; 

^ < 41*10 f^SjRR ^R eFTTF ^T <r>l 4 I | 
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3 . 3 .II 2f5T flfafafStR ^Tct WJpf, aft ag^R 2 fR WHiaff 

3 cnf 3 3TcRfcT sner t. % ftrm 2 ^ 2 ft 11% wt^ptc 5? aaant sai ?t ^ aspt 

J 

3 foW SIR# 2fRR 2ft arf 2fJT UZTR 2^.1 TIlfSraRR 2f>r aFRT t RePH 2fi fotj 
qSpR ?R eft 7 T^ cnf&rf^qcp WRiaff 3 <pf «lld41d 3 feFJ jWTS^FRTf 3 
wi ?fRwi «rcr«tft cf?r fterfcr 3 iffii crsaft, arteRR fkcrrcff 2ft aft 

! | . 1 

t?3ra? 4 ^ f | ^af^TT, m£raRR ^a 73^3 3 ^rc^rf 3 trtcR ^ s2|r^4'4» 

3ft? 2ff^j 3)|c(^ch ^3TT eft 5R FPJ5 3 3TTETTR a? 'faufa gff i^PflST a^TT | 

I i . ■ 

3?ft na>j?, 2pf ?rctr #fr,ufr .1% 3 tn# crr 3 fen? «ird4fcf a?r stott 3 
3 |wt st aft? fnai ara aK if vjrraT ^srr ?raRT 13 ft? nf 4 3 np 2 j* 53 a 2 ft 
asianft tn^ ?j^t aft ^nftsn aft an TOnft 11 mftaRin *jcat 3 aft i#nr arm^ ^ 
fcTR aj2t>3TT2T 3 Hlf&a> 3TTEIR ?? sfT^T?S?f 4 4lfi>|fraa> ataai ?rsnSFTfa? af fat; 
a^fcff 2ft ai^ *f 3RR ?f tj&tjt I atia^W -gSTT rft aTf&aR*>t 3?T aTC^ 3 
F^rsta tnHr i 

! i 

: . I 

3412 FW 4'VcTdf 5RT 233I1J RT 3Pta> if ?t 2R> g^5T cTsjl £fta? 
3r^?r atcr 132^ kSxr 21? t an41a RRaam at 3n^?r 2# ?rc>f if 

5$ an anaaaai ^ at tftn> ftaffor aRar wf%2j | ^a fcpsnj aft arfg 21ft at f| 
34dd<H RFIToR 4 £Tt 2f7t ^cfcf tf^5 f^rerff^rT 2fR^r 2f?t afftRT ait imtPMd aR2f 
2ftT M?t feiT 11 mfeRTiT im ywif^d 3nt?r 3 a>fcm a^ff ^ fci^ 
m Rada anftcT t aiafEt? fe?fr 4^ fcRta ?t am? ^ isle?))' 3 ara^! 5?t ana# 
6||<tl41d m 2ft4 f^qr W 11 3RR q? 1ft fPtcT f^RT W t % 3TFRtt «lld4td ^ 











[qPTIII—73*5:4} 
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hR u m*i <rc qqR q# qrrqft affc qft 3 )iq?q<t> §srr ft ?rq ft ??qftq fftqr 
i after, 2006 ft qnft fftqT qqT qqqft-qq ’ft qq> fftqRq ft ^sq ft ftftr 

i 

fftftqftf ft arftqrR efa ft qrfftrq qqf qft trteft qq ?q^ ^sq ft qiqqrq qRft ft i 
qqR qq fftftf^ qqft ft ft qqr q*q q? qr fft qqr qrfftftqq> ftfftr. ftr £fft> 

Iftfftqq ft ari^jqjR ftq ft aiftq oTPTT qrfftq qr qftf i ^qft grerraT. q? RP l f^*e q?q ! 

ft qnr w srr fft q^T ftfftq fftfftqq qft qftr qq>R ft enfO i fcucb ^ejTqqraft qft qjq? 
qr^iT qrHq qT w qft ft? fft? qnft qifftq | 3icr, q? aqqfft fftq>er ft ftr qftf ft | 

^ O 

I 

3.2.13 ?ter w\d^\ ^rt tfomi ?m sp* 7 ^ t t* 3> wrcf-^ ^nfr 

i 

f^TT vJTTTT *TT fc^RR W^f-T5f eft yf^dcbl vJTTJt eft \5TTJ I 3TcT 33 

^ PR%T ^TFTToPT ^ STT^F f^TT W t fvWf ?W ?*)3 

^ ^ 3>t 3uq^<T>dl ^ TRT 3>? f^Ttf 11 d<^HN, 3Tf^f^R 3ft £TRT 

11 (4) 3ft 3fiq^cr>ai3Tf 3ft KTFT ft 'OT'ft fq, mfft3>^3 ft 3TT^T 33 | 

1 

3^cTT3 3>?ft 33 fft>3T t 3ft 3T3ftt f^rf^RTT 3^ft 33 ?3> 

1 

3T3?J? fft^T v5TT 'dcf) | el ceil 3ft? elcid uft % 3ppfr3 vi-ccldH *^l3ld3 

3> 3ST f, 3ft ftt 9 33*3?, 2006 ^TfftcT3TT ?J33T^ 33 cfPT N^ftt 333? 
fft3T 7 T3T vfoTT f^ 3 T^ 33 ?C?t 3 ft f«i3T *T3T £Tf I 

! 

| 

3.3 qrftrfrqq? qqftqqTaff qft q$ fftqfftcT qRft qft ggfft | 


3 . 3.1 qqqft qfftqr ft ftqq fftqqiq qft ft qft ft ftteR ftqsft srt ft qft qjqqT 
ft ai^K q? ftq fftqr qqr fft fttsftr irt ^wh fftq qnft qift ftqqr qqrft ft 
qftft qft^qar qft ti iraffft, qre^Rsft ft q?nqr t fft # qqft ft anqR qq 
ftqqff ft qqR qqct qft f sfft qqft ft ^ftq> ft qmqT ft fft fftwft ft qft ft (?nqq 
ftqiq ft ftftqqqft ft qm qfqft qft qrftg ft q?ft) qfft ^qqr qq ft qftft qRqftr 
qftf Ian ft 1 ctsitR q? ftre fftqr qqr fft ’jqcnq ft qq fftq qq ftqftf ft 


1 
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3TtSr*Ttf^i cii ^r, f«Rte> fete steer w? ferq site i, $ appiR I^fru rrstet 11 


fcflcT # HITT if fq S# TRW <1 Steel <#«Jel 3TTR^Rf q ^R-Ha) 

R?tei RTOj sr£ I (ter % ^<t>^chi trr 3 sq a^ite Tiff 

t) ftertej fte Steeff te S^Jeff TIFT TTtef TRf 3 ste+ell 3fT T^ tl s4 <f a te ep SI . 
•gnefFT teteT tef emeTT tR 3nTTfteT ^-PWIV# TRTTeSt 3 U^feicl tere HHteff 3f tef 
RS1T; R5^ S>RR 1I stf tef ateSieTT ste te STRR SR ^erte 3 cilftlfaiW teSeT 

te fete tet^ teftre f^raf% s>ter tet T^frr steint 4 tt sReft 1 1 

(JT:,j TefajT Tk-f^teR^ R^feT 3 RTETRR Steel WTtetHSff te STSR RTR STjte Ttte 

# tetencji sft feRrsFr fteite ?r <tef sir ci i ftyRte<t> £fH ftqffor s> fteq 

#3^ ^ 3 viRifte SR% *f 4,fcdls[ 3ST SRcft 11 c)|f& Tf ^lch StecJ ■HoHfbIZ'H) 

te <#<n<t>'|ui te teser 3 wifiraRui te ftefa gift ftste fcitef 3 *r ffeq Tq £ftqj 

j ; 

te frals? 3 ciif&ify^<}5 ftrfftei sr^T sft gnsqssRrr TRrft Tff t|i •' H«h« ei $«h1[ 

te {yfadjld T>f te fteq 3$ ftrffor SR% ST Sflf TORT ^ 

S?#RS> j?)T % gfaeRPlcT Tff dfRWI vjTT RSteT 11 


3.3? ftjj Tq ipnsf ^ ter t?s> l§ite ts air fte nte sifft rf tei<i> tfH sfr <toiwr 
tesfr te f*Rr •r^tt t, tet 5 1%dRr stetef te Tirer *f sr1^iftera> £fts> 

RteRR fiteer RRranfsR 5Ri ftq «ite ^r 3 ^=tt cru «ri «ii(i>i(^«i) 

wipnsflj ^ 2 ^rr #it ^nf%q 1 q^p apq -^rra r? t te> [JfcisiRi<t> ^ 

($i TT RteRR Steel OTTlM ^ fete f^RT «TteT t). tet f^ teste ^3% ^ fteeff 

tsfete «ff, 3TTE1R «RFIT ^nq afR fR OTSlf^ S5t WTT^ ^ 

tesfRT 4 f^te WMtftecl teRTT ^11 RSkTT 11 ffeeT RTdtef SRI dMel^f SRRff W 
^xpT ^Tj zis ^fte ftfRT W t % teTRR, 2003 ^ fttfteS ?teeff 3fR|tePRT Wpff 

tR cRJet TRft c^sjel T ^SeT Wfr 3RTRPT t sfeSl 4t <f «ft 

I ! 

qsRsmrT^f ti 











[MFT 111 -^ 4 ] 


'TOT : 9 TOT 6 TO>T 


3.3.3 3 >«ra *)«h#i$«uY, ft> <ifcrR atfak* <i>r *prapr <fiR ^ 

I afa tow areaR^f a> ^ ferito srr atf t, $ to toiro tot ^ 
^ ^ST 4 StoT acrtf to ^pna tirt m fen? *nj ti sn®<fR«i ^ ^jtor aft 
tor aft I to wto aft artot srr srt to 3tfira> 5>i4^?iacii ^ fararj wr 
wwt t, a> to ytor *n ctffafkad ar gsnw toto ftaT hr wmr 11 m-., 
towr ft fft to a> to arrto ^rr arc tfto a>r fftto tor I1 

aRftiai 

tor tof a i fo i toa ? a rcjgmr aff ^ ftp; *wit<}i £to rcmjgg anto qrc 

TTRt fetoto a>T rciTTC 


toitori torft to rcfttocto aft ftor-^ft 


m.n. 

am 


~ 



i. 

•ittol <f>wjfft4to 5TT. fo. (-lk<Nr) 

nm 

2. 

$3TCI$3 'ftttol 7-S *«jplto''H teT. (3|lsto(ftTd) 

191 

3. 

vit4) fkoH fet. (ft 41) 


4. 

<jt<rd ^ ftktk ^TRhrh (toft tffai) 

[TJWlJwgatRt? (33c^3Tjft)] 

1 

5. 

skd toto*H aria; s'toi toto^) 


6. 

to Itoto mi.* fot. (to) 

!■ 

m 

«l< s'tol m. fel. (*3K) 

*1^ Rccil ! 

8. 

4<Ri4Trca dwto $few ur.fe. (&dtoa) 

*1^ ftcrll 

9. 

tto tod tja 5rei^f*r m. let. (iaf) 1 

@■9 

10. 


■mils 
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MKlHiift 3> fete ST'S 

j 

2 J Iran 3ite?r if ?5'>s 5 ^ siteis (ii) ^ sts fanlertefci biwr <mr 

ft?T?f ?tefacT utefteilf ST^t Njnxpfr : | 


: fq?^ 5> HUTCH P f H fef fcld USS? <fr 4 l te l fr*l<t> j'H«Hd> l iH<f 1? 

bll^ n?) ??)ft : i 

j' i 

OD tfR tot sr sr? sft ^tes siet steer i 

(ii) tftete Steel 

(fii) 3FS Steer, SteeT, ?T?TS 3ft? 3RJ ei||i>|(v5ij«*» ?T?ens. tete?t ?Sft 

c|sit sft arawr St aft? terete 50 ST S?te sqRI SR* tel*, 

3j. HSR Site?! if, ^ng 6 SIT ScfaR vW<sl<*S (vi) SSI S?pft 'Hafte^T UtetedSi SCI 
terete SSI B?te> WR ’R fted l ei fete vdM<ite3 SSI S?rft ?telSte steftesi Sitet 

STRtei: 

: | . . 

'(vi) (jp) 3W (i) ?T (v) (ST) if q4l4<d ell fates* W?m&Rf 31cm 

M ci j fates s s? etekteftl I 

(te) l c| | fafe s * *r«Hrt> l 5«u)f H>t fenfeifete Sffasf S> fete i>?t R3fl^TSS?f ski ?ter 
jRrarite s^rr tete unit site artescR 4>es>? stete i’in# if sft^ aiteseR 

tesi fraftecr ste <te srrete aft? s te# =fra? ?rrei3>tteR 3rste ftsfteer s>t vn^ftt 

1 ' 

! ’ 

(i) cfR teteT?T ST Wft T3te? Sf) *fete STef FRvf I 

(ii) tftesr Steel 

Qii) jtef ^?TT 3FS SteeT, Steel, S?TS 3ft? *?I 3Rt c||fafes4> ?f?<|IR. feR?I ?Sft 

srar *ate-tfte <te srcresr sf aft? terete so si, ireref ssisr sr* sf i j 

S?^ jSS tel slteSTtetf/Hete telteS 3ffqte?f/teHeT 3ffate?f gT?T ifa tete Site 
Stef 'ft'teT ?nj^ te 3TeTTST SS SlfateSH) ?rrefsPTSS?t te feSJ ftSel 31-perT—Site 3(TST? 
S? ftt gtST S>?te STteft | 
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mg Tig 3# # to §# #ci ^njet #t #i<t>!!i #t §tit;, ^rg #i§>!>i tontofeci 
#? # 37H#to #t «mpft : 

I to# xr$ #57 #t 37f#>7m tgf§57 §#777, 7J77 #=7c7 775J?. tom §f %7?77 
t, # 3f#7 #TO §#777 # 7#T ^ # §771777 §# ## ; 

Tito to# #7H 77^ §57 37to§577§ §jf§57 §#777 x T50 MfrIHl? ft #7 
#7# # 777s§7 y ft, # #et 77^ # 3f#T §#777 x 750 # y # to## §57 
toilet) §m#i 

II 37cPT-3RTfT ## # 37l#57m tgfeR §#777 §>7 7#S 77^ #t 37to§57P7 

4ie§57 §#777 # 150 % # v?trr^T §# #§7 r 

gTTT fe u ltol§l 

1. m## £#5 3ti#i *t 2 tociTO s# i #rr7i fto# §>t tjtsti httr # §3 

tl m #757 W7 §57 Stop 1500 7>. # 8000 75. §fcTf#7 tl §#§77 §t 7TTI if 2 
#7T77 3fl7 1 #7777 gtf# §t #t, 5 #7177, 4 #7777 3ftR 3 #7777 ffecT # Wf *t 

#ri §tt§ 7 inf# sfk ## # t# #M 5777 37m 4 Rif hRi # sthtr §7 

to## f#§ §7# #%§ I ##177 t T7f # §5g7 t to c7§77# 377§c1Ic7f §57 # 

OT17 750 77. tt 6000 77. ###7 t1 3777: ##77 §ft TTO t to 5I§5 #ft 77# 377§c71cT, 

ttoto m 30 # §§t§ 7 #s gt, u# # toe# §>t ## 3 ^77 tsttrt ##? 1 777§5i#, 

37<s#§§# 37S7cT7 ^ftof>7ElfclcT l # 37Wd# §7 £Tf 1177 to## §7 PRT# # 75777; | 
(##77 §177 37TM<rr# # # §7# 7#f' f#§ t 77^ fTf 7777 4 7#§ f€t to# #t 
t1) (##777) 

2. 77# #e7 5 75. §77 3 T-c 7T-§57€, ###§5 TTTeTIW # fi# #7 §# #7T 
##; fto #7e7 77##7 STtofSTTf TTl# # 37^#rt UfH #t 1577# ##I I «l# 
c)|fi)|(#i^: 777eiTW37f # f#; #§cl #?7 77^ #t 37^#ct 7J§FT #t §71# ##JI 


3677 GI/2006-—5 
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sjraifc i. foftt ftr ftro ^ nn fftgq?q #tt ?nfftq i ftro affo #ro Itfljp tfr qpam 
Mfre Mr qqftRT ^*14 1 1 fte €fq ftfira qft Rrwi fttaffl a rf ftmft ’iff 
#ft ^nfftq aft? ftRrr sift ftr ftre ft ffterffftr ftRtr trtt t. ftW *raft? ft» <nMfcrar 


?fWmf1T3ft <ft fcR qftft ftt fttuHT (W fRT) ^PTT^ RT RT^cft ft1 



3, TO ^ wfeq RtRrTcW ft 3TT^T qft ft?3ft ftft ftTO fft, ftT 3>fTr t tft 

31 ft ^r aft fti^R ftfaftf ft ftftfaRR gq ^urt qff ft*rr ?nfftqi 

^fefoT<fl ^ ?lftt 'H'iHshl^JR WH ft Wft ftftft ?T» ff g>T| 3 ? ftftt ft HT qftl I 
qpffaRft ^Rft qft qftft ftt wra ftqwr 35TO ^tht ompn aft? ftR?r i> ftfftwT 

I • 

4 «3^ 14, 19 aft? 301/305 ft 3»T <3W'tH fttftTI >3 m 4<W 3ft 

«jlH y TOft §? Sift ftT ?*& RRTsPl^qft <ft ftftT <HHi(N l *nftq I q? 

ftwftjq ft fft> sift ft q? ftterr ft 1% aroft ftftq> ft f^Rte ftsm ft 

ftror Mr <fR w>ft ft ctsir vj’ft *jit ftro ?pj^ ftft ft fcrq; wretr qftf fftw 

ftiRn i 4^- <*>T 5 i<t>itn, aft? ftsftr ft aifo^ra fta ft M*ft ■waauiift 
fcR #?T ft ftqfiTcT ftfftp 3 nft?r RPJ, foqr ufRtT qrfftq I 5 ^ sir; SlIiRjpirl ftft 
Mr ^ ft 3RFT ?©ft 3>r ^T aftftRJ t aft? q? cftgqw ftrj 1 1 (ftft) 


4, ifER^aiRq (s^anft) ft 35FT ft sift ft us we qftf fW ft qqr 

ft «n<34>Reft gRT wrr ’Rir q ft ftr ^ci 3jcq> ftt ?nfft5T ti 51 ^ ft q? we qftT 
Mrit tj f^ ©jt fq ciifDifuii^ ww*rr«rft 3>r cftq>H afftrfteft a^raT a i a«»R<:?X 

4ft f4 5RT 2004 ft WT qft vRT ?^r t, ^ WT 3RR 35TOj’^lf^I 51^ ft 

4retcj |1%qT t % ftecft qft 'ftr|r ftftr ft TTTfftcT ’T IftRIT iaft? 3ft 3RIR 
qft ^if^rftT ^ ftl?r ■tot ti qf ftqTOTjyf fti ^ ft?r ft ftTftt ftfti ft ®w 850 
4ro t aft? arfft?jrRr aft ftftft ft ^nfftR ’t q>w argl^ft, orrh (Rir 
ft?qTq qR^T 11 ara- m ?tto ft -qff aneT ft f^ ftteftt gft tftftr "nift ftftt qft 
-ilftr ftr ftWT ft> fcR ?lft ft ueft foR ftfft?> ffterfiftcT 3Rft ^ ^5TFT;^ft 4RR 3ft 

i ■ ! j 

Tiroftf q? iftseT <Rff ^tt i q?ft qwft-qai ft ftRq ^§nq fftqi ’fit ;an, arfftfftgwr 

I | j 

3ih ^ efufT^ S[RT ^ ^7T ^f^T) Pl^fRcf f^U v3Tt *\q>Q\ «TT v5ft 



















[Mmin—qwn] 




35 


q)|il|[Wf> qrcmqftf 5RT fq? WI ’fTTTFT ftij »H ^ tftq? % 10% xjqrqT ft 
wn *jt i "E^St q# 'Fi’wimiaff qq ftqfoq q?q^ qmq xji ^rt emq if anf ft? qgq 
qt 3p3j 4iftiftw> qroaq^qq xM ft? ^qqtfe, 3 Wch<h, qvftftq?, q i fl i fcqq? <t>mf<?m , 
3itq ^cft 'tAstl'l, ftetftw WIFT, q?R snft q?f 'H1HM ^fcT qT®naq?qq q> 
^sq if w w t, xqqft? tftq? ^ iwImh ^ ftiq qra ?qr 85 o wtt q?r 

qrftrftJFP <Het1s»>l$«N if W W ti WJ'SanqtJ (f«o*J3nt) fq? W qq foT 

tqr war t ft? ftec? qreqqqqtf im qqn q?r istt qtt traT q> «tq? ^ q Hfqrt i t q 

ft? qrftiftqq? qj»fra?r 5 qq xfoq ft? fit qrqr qftqTftq ft?qr w qgr t 1 «tq? wrfam 
^ wr if, qt, qjqqjq if, qq? ftqfq g?q tftq? ftsrfftcT q?qqr qrftq. xtqq ft? ft?qft 

^qft qqqrq/’ifqT q> sf|q> wiftm urn ^qVi ft?q xmt ^ qjqot if ft?qT xqicq 1 1 
qW® 3 TRq ( 3 S 5 ^) q? »ft TO qtf 3 F q?T t ft? ?qr qqqq $ ?Mft?qq ftiq 
£Tt q?f 50 qr arftq? q?qqf qq ariq^sr,^ qr<T gaii £eft4>fH q> sftt if £it t 
tfqqfq <f> wh $ arrarq qq wfftrfT qt £off ftgfftq q?qq> araq tftq? ftrafftq 
ft?qr 1 1 wraqqqetf qq ornq qq qftrqqf qq tq-t^qr £ra if qtt qqiq qtf #tt 
< rq'lft’ X5q*fl<rni ^ qRT WTfq q?T qqq q?qt q?f q?tt ftcpcM qtt 11 qt $im-c 
arftrqqqraff qt q?qt to 51# t qpFtiq qwrq qrrqraq ^ 19 ajqq«rq, 2006 
arrtqi ^ ?r«qf ctstt qftf qq qraq q^f ft?qT ti qff »ft q??T qqr %, xret 
^«ici §q qqq ,, 33 rRq (•s«c<j 3 Ti^) qq ^?nq ^ ft? (i) ^nqqq ct>«ici ^?®q^ifq^f ^ ftqj 
efq if ftrafftn qq ff ft?*q ^ qrftrftqq? ^ ftiq ^ wr: 

?n^ f^iq xaiqT qrftq (ii) qir qr^r qrftiftqq? qsqqqfqqf ^ fttq qft cfft? 
'jqqfqwi ?f, q?t tftiq if 10% ^ ftrafftq q?q^ qiftq 1 Tk-^q? ^ qiq^ if 5^ 
qftqif, qft 4 q?. q?f qq qq ftqiqq arfSrqj^cr q?q q?q?^t t affq erft? 
xjqqftqrxtff ^ ftiq 10% Rqi^d qqiq q?r x>n qrq?cff t, x^ar ft? xqqq q?gi qqi 1 1 
(iii) ?rt qir q? 3 ft aift-^d qxqpq qiflxj ft? qqq ^ftq? if areqqqqq qm qrar ft?q 
qq q f W f qige ^cq? iff qnftfcq ti (iv) 51# q?f q? ’ft arftRjftiq q?qqi qrftq ft? 
qnqrqj ’aaaaqgq^ q«n qTftrftqq? q t gq?m f qqf q?f q? qqqqqi ffflr ft? ^ 
ciftw affxftqq arsm qrgg r qgq $ qqer q?qrq q?xfi (v) qft qRiqqfqq qiqr 
3 qr qq aqqfq ^qqt «pq q?q ftq? xqqj ?ff M ft«# if srrsqqqqq 3 fqTq?qq? cfW 
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■ i ' . : | 

H PFTjlJ ^pfcR cTOT c||(il||tfi|<t) 'HoHibl^R ftte PFl 4 

pc? #t I fcP? pft PP5 3)|cf|#q PT5P> 30 f^T ^ aajTPT foHJ 

atTcTf t 3?ajPT ^ Tp> FPoT «T^ 30 f^T *f P> 1oR ftcTT t eft 

3ngm$ra> amiR er Rfe pft p>t pri t apfft? ^cpip/^tar p>t fadj&d *ft fstfara 
f^jprr v3TTcn 11 [pPp^aiRp (s^anf)] 

5. sppt m f%PR p£r ftnn *ror arePT-arap °pRdqt 3war 

rafoipf ^ feit: *ptft ^r a> fop stem—3 TcT»t pft aft aren p raK n 

j? afR uNt spr cF>5T w t «r?f atoPT-a^FT ^ ftarfRer £>t ar^t t gp 

inlSraj^T aft ipat jpr'p ^ 3R% afi (*t? sif srf^rf^nm aft art 11 (2) a>r 

torafW P5RT t. 9.10.2006 a> yJWM -PUIIeHI at Rpfa if fF aTef aft.P?£ ^ ^t 
flFTT faT t £R"P ptp aR% ijp amt aR ^ 11 am&t at aipf a? ’ft 

SRtf^flcT t % HH*t)a 2fPp ftsrfRd; PR^ a>T Wtf a(Rt ptffpr a>T mR u IIH 
ferrt *tt aaf a fti as 'awtapfta t aTftrftaa? £Rp> ^ tpafim g^af ^ 
Psfaf TOti-'ra if 3roPT-3RFT ?tfrrat at Sfftaaf at faq 3RPT #jft aaFt aft 

6iici!?i)<pdi a* aftf aaf a€t aft af 13fR to ^ ftcmMgamT pa> ara g^aT as 

pi ftt aar ait ciiRrf^cp <& feta tRa> ftafRer aRp arfla ai a#f 

miffM HH-tfa cTlilllc; % ftr m ftaR aR^ ^ fcP? argr 11 ara 3tg#r t 5Tf 

fljf ^ iRPref-tRf if MRRile affe^R ijip w=? ’R ’ETTf%^ I 

PtfrTRtpT ateFT—atppr ^fRl^l ^ fcl^ atoFT—ateFT ^R^J PltlfRd ^>t 3tra?JWc1T 
# JTTff^ if gjf RRPFtf ^ 3TTW yRlRlI^raf ^ ft^TR Wf%^ 3jk 

^ctr iRRartt/^sTR^ ^ei}3TT^ air armfteT «pw cify^^ ^ til ^ ^ ftRiT 
WHT snfti? 5^T ^RRtT ^p5P3TTcT ^3TT^ 5RT ^ ^ aft ^ftfip ai«<PI'WVl «Pt 
y-yfmi efriRt ^jt g*idw ~$> feF; TfEpjan^ ^ er <=im >teicii| ^ 

iff «llfchl«x!) 5RT ^f •ftfiT 3PFTTf srr aft I tTW ft, «pi)«WH 

gft srn^t ^t ■an ,^t aJt i ^ gq tr? arnrEp} aft «ncT t % ftRi 

PW? m PfPT % 'H®H$hl$«l'il ptt ftt ^>tt (aft g?acT: 3 RtdRT tir 

PRf ftcrar t) iff amt tRp? ^ tjtot pprt pr^ gft afras^'ciT ^ t i ara^ReR 

pafet pftc^ if k|<pi(£)<PK t afR aran-^ateFT ft^eft aft parn mract ir 
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'H'ft ftcMM <r»('l aft <lfan aft f | \>ig| fai aFP? faa aiana aft ?lfrnff aft 

atgafet ftft aft am aft a?t aiRifaa* flwmraf at atw annft ftaam ft ^antpni 
aft aa> atar fta ft a>ef ftaar apjf• aft feHT ft aran-ama ftaeft aft aaanaftt 

Rrafffta a>aft at *§0 aw^ t aft fta-am star ft ftat aftf hh<»^ fftqfRa aft 
tftn; an 1 1 wut nfftnn at ataia n?ft ft a? arj&r font aar t fo arsanaea, 
aiePT—amm ftaat aft aftaa RmtRd a>aft ^ amot ft ftft ai*i<: u <st an mam aft 
amt f 1 amm ft 3 fftmm aT smft aft ftfSn ^ fteeft at am arfftanara: amar 
fg aug ^4,yui f afta ft aa aa arft a>ft 11 ftftt ftwraaiaff aft arena ft 
am aftf aft ftaiam aft aaft aift; afta aftf aftaftf aft a^sa <fc fftai aroft aaia at 
anft ft amft at fere; area aft fftsaT anar arffs; 1 anft a? ftt afearm anar f ft 
afft 1 . 10.2004 aft arRrejaaT aft amangnftf aft arftr ftftt ft fcra f^ai ana ftt 
gaft mra ftar 1 ftan gai aaa aft ftcift ftm fft> 26.12.2003 aft ftt ga ftftt ft 
amanga?, ftp# am ftftrofftcr a areft aft afa aft an aft t, aftt 3 rm ftftraf ft 
anaft mnar frema are a# *fti ffftarere ft aft ftt afte^aen aifoiftaas mmangaftf 
ft £fftns ft aftf spaa aft 1 1 sif ft tfttafta fttaraft ft araft ft ama-aran ftftt ft 
mftft ft fen; ampT-ama 2 ftn> aft anaaaann aft amsft 1 1 gm nana, garnt fere; 
ag afft ftt namr agrerejpf t fft amanfftea ft ftftr ft gar nana ft apaftta £fftn> ft 
anaa ams areft aft anaaaanrr 1 1 sif aft gar aa ftt fftaia arear aift; fft am a? 
£Ra> ftare areft ft a^ftaa ft aarej^ Rafft anfta ft aRafta ft ton; a^aa 
renama ref ftt, at aaT aftcnra ft%it ft ten; aftf ftt tfftn fftaffftr a a>aft 
Iftamr aar aaaft ftt 1 aft aft, ftft aaitaT tfftn snfta, aft ft artftajffta fa ftft, 
araftta a^ma ^atama ft aaer aaar atiftatft-an ^ma ^a ftfti aifafcaat ftaa 
afaaraT aft aRana aft anft a^aft aft 3 naaaa>ar aft t, aaffft §ai aiaft an fft aai 
fiaar dnatadi t aiaaT smarar, aaft 3 tTftga> aft, an fftfta a^aa miaraa sm 
fftaT an agr fi am aa> aTa aft afaiarar arar anaar ft aai aiaft ft ft 
2003/2004 aft 3 Tftfta> 3 ri?RjaaT ft afcpfa anlfter ft anftft asn aaft fem na? 
’j«mt ftft an aaa amar ft aft ftan ftaar a r san a gft aft aa aft an faaia aft 
aft ata af ft aft aft aftc^ aaataat 3 ift sm ^aaia aft an aft ftti a?r aa> fft; 
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200(3/2(^04 3 UP PUP P§1 UT P>f PPPtoafi ^ U#f 31^ «ft | 

4pt urp pgf t ft; ?p g>r $ft?rftrar ptf jft pp if pgf prar an puui 
p?! 41 ;J?#Er ftnp urnr t ft; pp to era; ara era; u4ae u^pt guN if 
p£| t, ^ p 4 g| .g<t>Kff fi a>r ?p up m pshp umf ufti? ft; 4 up 
uf^ei jftuppp <fftp arftfe? prepp stectf ul ftpwa 44 i?urc p u$i 

i ! i ■ 

arai p?jarg4p f^rr uipt t ft; ara era; ft; vjqj<tei pppt ft^Hfjpur pw # 

HH41<I P> PP8T 9.11.2006 ft 4pU if *f(Ra<*> P* ftpR pgf ftpjl PletT 

aiH pb ja? urforfr a£f aft aneft, p#u £ftu arftsff aft umaftp ftftr anp/uro 

4 ifapt ^ i (pujanf) 


6. xj^ft (Up) 4 usr ft> ela if uftiftau aftar amupiarf apr Mr pi? 


a> fcRsrt aft an aa pfrei i a<f11 but aft ;j<5B f4af% br 4 a> ftra wrarrc si toff 
aft| ar^ifer hub pr 441 arfta i 31 3prb, 2006 af alp 4ftp an4pj aft ai^Jto 
a^4 ps]T PlPim aftR ai'SKTeliaff aft p41 4Boft 4> ftp? XJU Blto aP3TR4t 
ft^ff&i pr4 $ 41# 51 ^ aa gpa b^4sp wftoaff xft f%eff aft pit 4rbt an 1 am: 
ar^ft; f jRft pan* <m wftaBT Her afeiPidei aff t, alp slaf if aiftiftaa; xfcaar 
af^Riaif| aft pibtbb 4raar arcmprarf a> ppra xra; ft pr p* btb 4 xft 41# us a> 
fcTtl aft^ afrfto arsjar jjpteir ftapn a411 1 ata: #p 4 ftraafftp aft I ft; u^ 
aft <£*i |2R4) an4sr ^ bpsb arftiftaa; <p«iei afsraienaff tr t i^1| <h<^ wrftij 1 

C*te) 1 


7. ^ fjRT «Ient fteffeT Ef t f^ ft^H 41 ^41 ^>1 fMt 4t giftiftw 

WRT j£ fe5 TJcE ftpm ftoR>cH 41 Bff fft ’EITft'I Wfft; 4 orftqjB Uillcfeil B^f 
t ftrt ppm ^51 aiicis4f<f>eii b# cTarr ip per m erap fM ppit Piftij % 

: i 

tfift i ftqft pip # ftra ?p ^rarail m rralp pr# t emi 3 bt 4 sip:^pip # pf 
Eftrait ^ ftrp p^I ptpt 4 rflftor tthtRct pr# 1 1 ?p 4> ararar. 1M1 wsm pp ^jcP 
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ftftaaa anna? 4m4 an 4ar nararft ft4 ftftaa aar anftttftft ft ara aaft 
amna fta-4ft ftt afear ftt urfeeT ft aaiani i tsr ft softer feaT t ft? aftftT 
4f4? 3n4?T 4 ft^eT, aaa Tlftt ft n?ar?f '^ftf a4 fttST '3THT arfftl cTOT sftf 
trann amft ftt aaar so ft 25 aa? ftatfes ftt nn4t arfftj i sa wrnaiftT ft fea 
feftr naan an *joa ftann aara aft asan nrfftj i ai4a? a i feRaa? aarnarcrr ft 
arftft4a? atafttara ftft 4 ftaftt im jrtrr ?a wmatftf a? aanaa naia a?ftt 
an atPna ata ti arfafaiw wramftf ftft ^rt. aR, tft4ainft aar 5 feara 
ftaftf ft fea ns aitana aft t ft? 4 aaft nfeaft 4 4<ftf4v?H ft <t? i 4a?H)' ftt 
4?i4 ft fea siftr anatafnftf ft ftfann rrorfftr aft 1 srt tsr fftnnfen aRar t % 
aiftrftaa? wrnatftf ft ai^Pra? arafttara ftft 4 4ft a? i 4a?a anarfftr an^a 
araeifeaf ftt ^joa ftftaa ft feftt 4t ara ft aaia a?t nn4t aifta 1 26 . 12.2003 
aSt 3iaft ft naant 3i4a? aaKft 4 at at 3rn4 ^alf 4 <j% aR 4t t araar 
aiftiftaa? wama i ft t a4 a# ftfani affect aR eft 1 1 aia: tsr anj4n aRai t % 
’jeaf an ft*R aR4 ftt aftfts ftt 1 mft, 2006 ft wr 4 fear ara aifla ftnr ft? 
Sft ft 7 mft, 2006 ft an4a 4 ncft?s fear aar 1 1 tsr 4 as 4r arg4a fear t 
ft? 24 ar4, 2006 a?t aifeajtrni ft 3 ip 4 anafea ■w‘41a?yui as aster fear 
ana ant aifeiftna? waara4 a4 ^aR Uift^cT ^an 5rarara4/aaiRT3rr ftmaR 
sma aaft aigaft 4t ana 1 (?ara) 

8. ^i>'«4h 1 h an aiaar t ft? sraar %-a^r eNf 4 ft?4t sfeR ararar 

arftiftaar wrar ft fea fe4r 4t 44 aa fttf 4t ^ ftftaa a4f ftar aifta 
aatfe 4 Rftaa aftaar aaftaar aff t ftrft rm ftt 3naaaa?ar ft awft. aaffe 
4 sa Ararat aa anata aifefta» ana ft fea aR4 t afR aaa srt aaaw 
a^ ftar ft fea arft ftf4aa aarfta aR4 ti j^^ftaa ftt femfea i tsr ftt 
ftraftraf aa aafta t ftt fe asft ft 'jjtaft 4a 4 rRga a?t a^ ti 




40 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec 41 


8. I 1Ni 4 % <for ajfa^icT stpf <H ftp? tfou an4?r 4 ppp p? f4pj *pj p?Hpp 
ipr 4 ifrt f4)PT t, 3 pi14) p#pt arf§RjPpr 4 pprfip to ti araf <Hp ai ffr q fod 

#Nt ^ CTSTT f44p PiP 4 U'HK*!' IJP TTTRTffT3Tt P) 4p PTPP) ^tHSflcll P) W*5 5.2 (i) 
If) ar^FfcT, PIST PS PPtfPT atfoqfHct 4p 4 Pl ftl l fctft i pepppiaH pH 

4po4| P) 4 ftp) y^Kch)' 4 tj 4 apJpfcT 4pT 3)PlPl4 t. PP1P> 3fft p[ f i> |f 4p<ft 
era4fp phsHH 4 tojppH 44)pp 3i14pt 4 aft? 3 itp¥pp> 11 ps f4pp Pirar 

| f4)|p4>P) amprar sp4 pHIpwui pUp \mto41' #tt *t 4 €t pHsHppt Pif*>if4ii<t> 

scmpfT t arspp appsp 1 1 ppt?p>, tpsjpaH m 4p?t affpHe? 4 j4p 45:3025 4 
3PJPTP 4 PPRP pi4pt4 #H piIIij 1 (t«t4) 

no. j pH %rt 4 sm 4 ps oTFTT ptspt I. 14j um* ar4p) ppf 4 f4f4R p4 pH 
SmTfHtr pt? pfc t arpHf cp fSi pkifr ppppiait 4 pifft i fcufr pH to wm 
4p4ltiPiaH 4 prpHi mpupH Efm pH4pt par MYmftip 4 feq differ pH pp4 ptpH 
pH aijepp p>p t to pp4 prH 4 f^rrq ps 4ppi i % 4111 vSt 4 ai-fter f4)Pr t 
jf4) fej># 41 piPiRsp# wmr 4 left? 14>41 iftirtfrfii fapppr 14Pm cn^ 
if^ruT |pitp PPff4) 4 44 effeicr wHppt p 41 t fHpt 4 php pH 3ii4s?pp>di t ppH 4) 
4 fp 4piaH pH cHf&if&)<t> wp 4 fcftj HpIp 4 pnH t to tot sjm top pH p4 
4pt 3H 4 fcip ptH 4I4ph pprfHp ptpI ti p 41 4ro 4 topptp 44 4ppt arfpteH 
4 atjnfSnp pHs 4 ^ t pH d i f& if Hp; p wroaH pH sppp fHTOr ppt4 4 

p41 11 pH H apj#T f4>PT 114; 2 (p) (ii) H plsf. ptctc ?npf ^ 

ppprt *PciPf, H^raH, ppH, p i P> i (Hp 4> 4f?ff, t%Hpm4' pH 441 pjft^ 41 pitp cppt 

1 

5# Hppp, p^jrI pH wit H so 4 25 pp wHer wt f4pr pitu i -vHt H ps 41 
fHroif^ T pH t 14? M wH wiroaH pm p i hIHppi wrmHff # piHpiPip- 
aiPcffpR 4 pH ^1 ^pp 14f4pp P) f4)41 41 psp 4 hp 41 Pn41 ptHe; i ^ng 2 (p) 
j (ii) H pap app PTf^ifHpp) PEnroaft pap app PifHrfHpp) ; wiTO vH4 4p),- 










[groin—73(*g4] 




41 


arcq^Tor 3nf^ aifc U'HR4>( #Et ftejHH <*raw/5RRT ^ ^T qRR/mqmr qft 
'HHiPct tew oqqTOT/cj^rc arraR q? ^ w mm mfer; sRian ^t 
mroft ^fe ef tT P? tfgr ft writ ti 25 2fcfr if arte ftRft f^rcft amm mm 
5 m «nfer aKqcira Vr »ff 5 / 4/3 ffccrra ftatf q> wq wtstt wi ^nf^ji amt 
qg ^ Bcsmrftrnr mraT I arim qrof *r q% amramf <j> qfoRf 3 125 ^ 
3iteiM3f^?r t.i qg qftq mi fl#*pra #rr qft imw<f!f q>r strt qmrcf qft 

q^jft 25 ^ 3t%q> ^t4t ^T5f crr^ ftR?T 3TWcTra ^ qmf qft STjqfcT 3t ^TT^ft rfSTT 

5 / 4/3 ftram ftectf q> wq mqT «thi xnflq 1 qft ^ qg qc^sr ftmr t 
ft? ir fr R /a^ - ^R ch T?/ qi fcre q 5 m mfer/^rnifeRT fatfT 3Rqqra q>r ^Rfcr 
foqr yTHT q#q cWT WRTq tflm 35 WRT ftmiT qiflq qcf ^t qqq> 5m 
wirftq €Mt q5t wit f^epft *fr gti qraR ?rfoq term q>r ftm f^t 
ij^q fcftqq <?> uTTfr R3T «TT5T qtfl^ I 3T-cTT-5>l€ STWR iR ^TcT 55R 3mf qq 
tom gteeff 4 mrif q^t 5R tiw t w tqqrf qg qq wforamf fen amqrq 
ftnjT «TT qgr I qft qgf 5gq^ <?> fpP? 3TRt $1 3RT: ^leff 3?t qfg 3gT OTEIR 
IR t, uft ^cfR ?T»ft ft Weft I v3T5 q# ^TR fteR <ft feR vJMel«J gf I 3im 

qmeff ft oft gm fftqj qq qc*ftqi aim uw^) <i> im €t t. ftr# <jfe*>i'f qn 
T3?R «tt Jeete f^TT W 11 (uft) 

TELECOM REGULATORY AUTHORITY OF INDIA 

notification 

New Delhi, the 21st November; 2006 

F. No. .1-18/2006-B & CS. —In exercise of the powers conferred upon it under Sub-section 
(2) and sub clauses (ii), (iii) and (iv) of clause (b) of Sub-section (1) of Section 11 of the 
Telecom Regulatory Authority of India Act, 1997 (24 of 1997) read with Notification 
No.39 (S.O. No. 44(E) and 45 (E) dated 09/01/2004) issued from file No. 13-1/2004- 
Restg by the Central Government under clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 11 and 
proviso to clause (k) of Sub section (1) of Section 2 of the Telecom Regulatory Authority 
of India Act, 1997, the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India, hereby amends the 

i 

Telecommunication (Broadcasting and Cable) Services (Third)(CAS areas) Tariff Order, 
2006 (6 of2006) (hereinafter called the “Principal Order”) as follows, namely: 

1. Short title, extent and commencement: 


3677 G1/2006—6 
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i) This Order shall be called “The Telecommunication (Broadcasting and Cable) 
Services (Third)(C*^S areas) Tariff (First Amendment) Order, 2006, (7 of 2006)” 

ii) This Order shall apply throughout the territory of India. 

iii) This Order shall come into force on the date of its publication in the Official 

i. 

Gazette 


2. In the Principal Order, after the existing sub-clause (ii) of Clause 5, the following 

proviso and entries relating thereto, shall be inserted; 

“ Provided that the provisions of this sub-clause shall not apply toj the following 
types of commercial subscribers; 

i) Hotels with rating of three star and above 

ii) Heritage hotels (as described in the guidelines for classification of hotels 
issued by Department of Tourism, Government of India) 

iii) Any otner hotel, motel, inn, and such other commercial establishment, 
providing board and lodging and having 50 or more rooms.” 

3. In the Principal Order, the existing sub-clause (vi) of clause 6 and entries relating 

thereto, shall be deleted and substituted by the following new sub-claujse and entries 
i relating thereto; ! 

“(vi) (a) sub clauses (i) to (v) shall apply to all commercial subscribers except 
those commercial subscribers listed in (b) below 
(b) for the following categories of commercial subscribers there shall be 

i . 

no ceiling in respect of the maximum retail price payable by such a 

i. 

subscriber to a service provider nor shall there be arjy minimum 
subscription period; 

i) hotels with rating of three star and above i 

ii) heritage hotels (as described in the guidelines for classification 
of hotels issued by Department of Tourism, Government of 

:« India) j 

iii) any other hotel, motel, inn, and such other jcommercial 

| establishment, providing board and lodging and having 50 or 

more rooms. i 

Provided that for these commercial* subscribers, the channels shall be 
offered on an a-la carte basis apart from any bouquets that may be 
offered by the broadcasters/multi system operators/cable Operators. 
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Provided further that whenever bouquets are offered, these shall be 
subject to the following conditions: 


I The maximum retail price of any individual channel shall not 
exceed three times the average channel price of the bouquet of 
which it is a part; 

Explanation: if the maximum retail price of a bouquet is Rs.”X” 
per month and the number of channels is “Y” then the average 
channel price of tfep bouquet is Rs. X divided by Y 

II The sum of the individual maximum retail prices of the channels 

shall not be more than 150% of the maximum retail price of the 
bouquet.” 

“Explanation 1: For the purpose of clause (vi) above the guestion 
whether the commercial subscriber will pay the cable operator/multi 
system operator/the broadcaster will be determined by the terms of 
agreement(s) between the concerned parties, namely 
i) broadcaster(s) 

(ii) MSO(s) and cable operator(s) who have been authorized to 
provide signals to the commercial cable subscribers on the one 
hand, and the commercial subscribers on the other.” 

Explanation 2: It is clarified that in respect of programmes of a 
broadcaster, shown on the occasion of a special event for common 
viewing, at any place registered under the Entertainment Tax Law and 
to which access is allowed on payment basis for a minimum of 50 
persons by the commercial cable subscribers, the tariff shall be as 
mutually determined between the parties.” 


4. Explanatory Memorandum: 

This Order contains an Explanatory Memorandum attached as Annex- A. 

By Order, 

R. N. CHOUBEY, Advisor (B&CS-II) 
[ADVT. IIl/IV/142/2006/Exty.] 
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X. Introduction and Background 

i 

1.1 The Authority had issued a Tariff Order on 15 th January 2004, which provided 
that the ceiling of cable charges shall be at the levels prevailing on 26 th December 
20Q3.for both FTA and Pay channels. This interim order was subject to final 

determination. Subsequently after extensive consultations a detailed Tariff Order was 

j 

issued on 1.10,2004 (hereinafter referred to as Principal Tariff Order) which maintaining 
the sanctity of the ceiling of cable charges prevailing on 26.12.2003 provided a window 
for introduction of new pay channels and conversion of existing FTA Channels to pay 
\ subject to certain conditions. The underlying objective in both these Orders was to 

i 

provide relief to the cable subscriber who has no mechanism to protect himself against 

! 

the hike in cable television charges. 

| 

1.2; A batch of petitions was filed by a couple of Associations Of Hotels and 

• ; i 

Restaurants together with a hotel against some broadcasters and their authorized 
distributors in Telecom Disputes Settlement Appellate Tribunal (TDSAT). The dispute 
basically pertained to the fact whether the hotels and restaurants can bel equated with 

j j ■ 

domestic consumers for the provision of Cable TV Service besides other Connected and 
consequential issues under adjudication. The Hon’ble TDSAT disposed <Jf the petition 
vide their order of 17 th January 2006.. A representation was received from association of 

' j ' i 

hotels for intervention in the form of a restraining order. 


1.3, An amendment to the principal tariff order was issued on 7th March 2006 as an 
interim measure. In this tariff amendment order, the terms, Ordinary Cable Subscriber 
and Commercial Cable subscriber were defined and it also provided for a ceiling on cable 
charges at the level prevailing on 1 st March 2006 payable by one party:to another in 
regard to the commercial cable subscribers Subsequently an explanation was added 
through a further amendment on 24 th March 2006 vide which it was clajified that the 

; i 

i 


n 
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agency to whom the payment is to be made by the commercial cable subscribers will be 
as per the mutual agreement An appeal was filed against the Tariff Amendment Order of 
7 th March 2006 by one of the broadcasters, namely M/s. Set Discovery Pvt Ltd 
questioning the powers of TRAI to issue an interim tariff order. This appeal was 
dismissed by the Hon’TDSAT vide its order dated 20.4.2006 


2. Consultation Process 

2.1 The process of consultation on issues relating to commercial tariff for 
broadcasting and cable television services began immediately after the issue of the Tariff 
Amendment order of 7 th March 2006 with a joint meeting of the broadcasters and hotel 
associations 16 th March 2006 followed by meetings on 23 fd March 2006 and 5 th April 
2006. A consultation paper was issued on 21 st April 2006 identifying the following areas 
for consultation seeking comments of the stakeholders by 12 th May 2006: 

i) Definition and issues relating thereto of the term Commercial Cable 
Subscriber. 

ii) Need or otherwise to fix commercial tariff 

iii) Method and manner of fixation of commercial tariff 

One of the basic questions directly related to the need for categorization of cable 
subscribers raised in the consultation paper was whether the definition contained in the 
Tariff Amendment Order of 7 th March 2006 should be allowed to continue. The paper 
while spelling out the difficulties and problem of categorizing commercial cable 
subscribers who may or may not need protection sought inputs on the approach to the 
definition. The consultation paper also pointed out that the question of categorization and 
having a separate definition for commercial cable subscribers is closely linked to the 
question of approach to tariff regulation ie. whether it is necessary to have tariff 
regulation at all or a differential set of tariff regulation for different categories of cable 
subscribers. The question of categorization depends and comes after the decision on the 
need or otherwise to have different sets of tariff regulation.. The tariff amendment order 
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^arch 2006, as indicated in the explanatory memorandum attached toj the said 
v^as an interim measure subject to detailed examination for which purpose the 
iisultjation paper was issued. 

2.2 The detailed consultation paper is available of TRAP website www.trai.aofr.in . This 
was followed by Open House Discussion on 25 th May 2006 in Delhi. Tjie gist of 
comments received on the consultation paper .was placed on TRAPIs website 
yww.ttft.gov.in . A few representations were received from individual institutions) other than 
the hotels and restaurants seeking clarification though not in response to the consultation 
paperf The views and decisions of the Authority in regard to the comments received from 
various stakeholders have been discussed at appropriate place in this explanatory 
memorandum. 


2.3 Meanwhile a civil appeal (2061 of 2006 and 2247of 2006 ) was filed) by a couple 

i 1 

of hotel associations and one of the hotels in the Apex Court against hon* ble TDSAT 
Order of 1 7 th January 2006. The appeal also prayed, as an interim relief,' stay against 
operation of the tariff amendment order of 7 th March 2006. TRAI. was howejvet not made 

a party in this appeal. The Apex Court in its interim order of 28 th April 200$ directed that 

. ( 

thej status quo be maintained as on the date of its interim order. In deferencjb to the status 
quo orders it was decided to await the outcome of the final orders of the Apex Court in 

i ' I 

regard to the issues relating to commercial tariff for broadcasting and cable television 
serv ices for which a consultation paper was issued and an OHD was held. ? 

i i 

2.4 In the meantime, on 20 th July 2006, in an appeal (LPA 985 of 20(j6) filed by the 
Union of India against the decision dated 10 th March 2006, of the Hon’tjle single judge 
f<H implementation of Conditional Access System (CAS) within a month, a division 
bench of the Hon'bie Delhi High Court ordered that the CAS should be implemented wef 
31 st December 2006 in the notified areas of the 3 Metros of Delhi, Mum|bai and Kolkata 

• J 

and all the co- respondents (TRAI was a co-respondent in this appeal) Were directed to 

Co-operate with the appellant. TRAI in compliance of the direction dated 20 th July 2006 
. ' { 
of the division bench of the Hon’bie High Court of Delhi to implement CAS in the three 

metros of Delhi, Mumbai, Kolkata by 31 st December 2006 continued the process of 
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consultation started immediately after the single judge bench order of 10.3.2006 for issue 
of regulations/tariff relating to pay channels, Basic service Tier charges for Free to Air 
Channels, schemes for supply of set top boxes, interconnection agreements and quality of 
service matters, fbr CAS notified areas. These initiatives were to be completed by 31 st 
August 2006 in terms of the activity wise time frame in the overall action plan of 
implementation by 31 st December 2006. Since the decision on tariff etc in respect of CAS 
areas would impact commercial subscribers as well, a clarification was required in regard 
to the commercial tariff for CAS Areas with reference to status quo order. A submission 
was made during the hearing for a dispensation to proceed to fix commercial tariff in 
CAS notified areas. Subsequently, the Apex court allowed the application for 
impleadment in the appeal. The facts and circumstances were placed before the Apex 
court for directions. Since the status quo orders of die Apex Court was in force at time 
of issue of the Tariff Order dated 31 st August 2006 in respect of CAS notified areas, the 
TRAI taking into- account the status quo order in respect of commercial tariff passed by 
the Hon’ble Apex Court on 28 th April 2006 provided in the said tariff order that “the 
provisions of sub-clause (i) to (v) pertaining fixation of tariff for pay channels shall not 
apply to commercial subscribers and that the same shall be governed by the Supreme 
Court Order dated April 28,2006 in Civil Appeal no 2061 of 2006” 

2.5 . The Apex Court on the conclusion of the arguments in the appeal before it on 19 th 
October 2006 reserved the judgment and directed that: 

“ It appears that by order of 28 4.2006, a Bench of this Court directed 
that Status-quo, as it existed on that date, shall be maintained. It is stated 
at the Bar that pursuant to and in furtherance of the said order the TRAI 
has not been carrying out the processes for framing the tariff in terms of 
Section 11 of the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India Act. 

Before us Mr. Sanjay Kapur, learned counsel appearing for TRAI 
submitted that TRAI has already issued consultation papers and 
processes for framing a tariff is likely to be over within one month from 


date. 
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We in modification of our said order dated 28.4.2006 direct the 
TRAI to carry out the processes for framing the tariff. Whilb doing so, it 
must exercise its jurisdiction under Sectionl 1 of the Act independently 
and not relying on or on the basis of any observation made by TDSAT to 
this effect. It goes without saying that all the procedures) required for 
framing the said tariff shall be compiled with. 

It has been brought to our notice that even in the consultation 
paper some references have been made to the recommendations made by 
the TDSAT. In view of our directions issued hereinbefore a fresh 
consultation paper need not be issued. We, however, make it clear that in 
framing actual tariff the provisions of Section 11 of the j Act shall be 
complied with and all procedures laid down in relation thereto shall be 
followed” 


2|6 The consultation paper issued on 21 st April 2006 was not with specific reference 

CAS areas or non-CAS areas. A consultation paper on tariff issues jrelated to CAS 

afeas was issued on 14.6.2006 However since the Supreme Court’s orders were in 

force this did not specifically refer to the problem of commercial cable subscribers. 

peeping in view the above directions of the Apex Court requiring compliance with 

sjection 11 of the TRAI Act 1997 (sans the need for fresh consultation ^aper) a draft of 

the tariff amendment order for CAS areas in respect of commercial tariff was placed on 

the website of TRAI on 2 nd November 2006 seeking comments of the stakeholders latest 

hjy 10 th November 2006. Two separate meetings of the stakeholders (broadcasters and 

hotels) were held on 9 th November 2006 who were also parties before the Apex Court 

j i 

giving them the opportunity to put forth their views. The comments recejved on the draft 

tariff order has been placed on TRAI’s website www.trai.QQv.in . The gjst of comments 

ijeceived.in response to the draft tariff order is placed at Appendix I to this explanatory 

ihemorandum. The views and response of TRAI to the comments received on the draft 

tjariff order has been discussed at the appropriate places of this explanatory memorandum. 
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3. Issue wise Analysis 

3.1 Definition of Commercial Cable Subscriber and issues relating thereto 

3.1.1 The principal Tariff Order of 1.10.2004 did not provide for any distinction 
between an ordinary cable subscriber and a commercial cable subscriber. Neither did 
the first interim tariff order of IS. 1.2004. In fact both the tariff orders did not 
contain the definition of the word cable subscriber. A perusal of the explanatory 
memorandum particularly para 4 of the first tariff order of 15.1.2004 and para 3 of 
the principal order of 1.10.2004 would, however, indicate that under the given 
situation of a non addressable regime and reported frequent increases in cable 
charges, complexities involved in determining tariff based on cost, a ceiling In the 
form of a cap on tariff charges was considered to be feasible way of providing relief 
to the cable subscriber who as an end user had no mechanism of protection. The 
thrust on the need for protection of the ordinary cable consumer could also be noted 
In the consultation paper issued by TRAI for finalizing the recommendations on 
various Issues relating to broadcasting and distribution of TV channels. The 
commercial establishments considered to be having a mechanism and wherewithal to 
protect themselves were not In the realm of deliberation of tariff regulation. Thus, it 
could be seen that the underlying objective was the need to give relief and protection 
to the users of broadcasting and cable services who had no mechanism to protect 
themselves from the hike in cable charges. Therefore, the question for a separate 
dispensation or otherwise for those establishments who avail broadcasting and cable 
services not for their own domestic use but for the benefit of his /her clients, 
customers , members etc was not an issue focused upon in the in the context of the 
circumstances leading to the issue of the said tariff orders in 2004. 

3.1.2 However, subsequently the question of need for categorization and 
applicability of the principal tariff order of 1.10.2004 arose in respect of hoteis before 
the TRAI when representations from a hotel association seeking relief against the 
hike in cable charges by broadcasters Was received well before the matter came up 
before hon'ble TDSAT. While examining the issue It was felt that the principal tariff 
order of 1.10.2004 needed clarity on the real Intent of applicability or otherwise to 
establishments who do not use the broadcast and cable services for their own use. 
However, before the decision could be taken matter had become sub-judice. There 
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3.1.5 The comments received from the stakeholders on the issue of need pr 
otherwise of a separate definition and retention 'of the existing definition has been 
analyzed and the Authority's views are given below: 

I) TRAI had noted that there are bpund to be more disputes between 
establishments who received signals for the use of clients etc and the service 
providers including broadcasters and therefore the need to bring In clarity to 
the Interpretation of the principal tariff order. But the TRAI before taking a 
final view decided to deliberate in detali through a consultation process as 
envisaged under Section 11(4) of the TRAI Act 1997, on the various issues 
relating commercial tariff for cable television services. Considering that the 
principal tariff order of 1.10.2004 required clarity in regard to Its applicability 
to the commercial establishments In the context of the underlying objective 
stated above there Is a necessity to Identify the commercial establishments 
and provide for the manner of regulation of cable charges for these 
establishments. In either case whether to extend the protection of celling on 
cable charges in any form or not to extend protection at all, would require 
such establishments to be identified separately. Therefore, the need to define 
the terms ordinary cable subscriber and commercial cable subscriber. The 
views of the hotel and Its associations stating that there Is no need for a 
separate definition is therefore not acceptable, 
il) The distinction sought to be made in the existing definition between an 
ordinary cable subscriber and commercial cable subscriber Is justified from 
the point of view of the underlying premise that the need and extent of 
protection for a commercial establishment compared to that of an ordinary 
cabfe subscriber is not the same. 

Hi) It is an admitted fact that particularly hotels who had given details of prices 
paid by them that the charges paid by them is different and higher than the 
ordinary cable consumer. Thus even at the ground level the commercial 
establishments particularly the hotels and such other similar establishments, 
as a prevailing business practice, are treated differently, 
iv) In regard to the approach one option is to adopt a definition which is wide in 
scope cum inclusive in nature as done in the existing definition which uses the 
criterion of usage as the basis to categorise the cable subscribers. In this 
approach the task of identification of specific categories of commercial cable 
subscribers is done for the purpose of extending or otherwise of the tariff 
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j regulation depending upon the assessment of the need for protection. The 
| other approach is to adopt a definition, which is exhaustive identifying specific 
i categories and sub-categories for the purpose of tariff regulation and 
I indicating the type of regulation intended for each such defined category. The 
j Authority has chosen to adopt the first approach for the reason j that it is 
| extremely compiex to evolve objective criterion for categorization. E^ven in the 
j approach to the categorization the Authority has used the method jto exclude 
j certain categories of commerciai cable subscribers for the purpose 0f keeping 
j out of the ambit of tariff regulation thereby leaving the residual category of 
j commercial cable subscribers within the fold of the tariff regulation. Any 
| approach to define specific category is bound to leave out some ahd include 
| certain unintended ones. The stakeholders in their responses jiave also 
| echoed similar views on the difficulty in evolving criterion for categorization of 
| cable subscribers. It would be simpler and better to identify specific broad 
| groups within this generic definition while providing for the differential 
| dispensation in tariff regulation. Such an approach would also minimize the 
j scope for disputes. Having a wide approach in defining a commercial cable 
| subscriber would ensure that ail are covered; those that do need protection 

{could be specifically excluded. The Authority has therefore addpted this 

. 

| approach of having a definition, which is wide in scope and to identify specific 
{groups for the purpose of tariff regulation based on the need for protection. 

v) jit is not denied that the product is same whether Is a ordinary cable 
|consumer or commercial establishments but the value derived from the 
{product in the case of TV channels may not be the same in the situations 
jwhere it is put to self use compared to a situation where it is meant for the 
(purpose of its clients, customers. The television channels or programmes, 
(even though may not be sold as a standalone service by commercial 
establishments particularly like hotels, etc. but as a means of entejrtainment 
do possess the potential to give an enhanced value to their packaged 
services. Therefore, the manner how the broadcasting services are being used 

. 

j becomes relevant for differentiating between an ordinary cable subscriber and 
ja commercial cable subscriber. j 

vi) jin regard to the suggestion of identifying specific categories within (the group 
(of commercial cable subscribers for definition or extending protection it Is 


i 


i 


i 
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viewed that existing definition based on the type of use is wide enough and 
would cover such specified categories as well. 

vii) Considering the ground realities where 99% of the subscribers are receiving 
signals through the multi system operators or cable operators the suggestion 
of broadcasters that the commercial subscribers would be required to indicate 
the place where the signal is required to only to broadcasters and not to 
operators is not acceptable. The existing definition gives flexibility as 
otherwise the restriction as suggested would create difficulties in regard to 
the vast majority of current arrangements of hotels etc with the operators. 

viii) The amendments suggested for inclusion of the word agent and intermediary 
(of the broadcaster) has been examined and is not considered necessary as 
such intermediary would be acting only under authorization and would 
representing the broadcaster even otherwise. 

ix) As also expressed by some of the stakeholders the Authority is of the view 
that no single approach to categorization will be ideal and attempts of micro 
management will only add to the distortions in the market, creating fresh 
grounds for raising disputes. On the other hand the vast majority of 
commercial establishments would fail within the scope of the existing 
definition yet would require protection as that of an ordinary cable subscriber 

x) It has been pointed out that pay TV broadcasters for commercial usage 
should have separate interconnect agreements and that the Authority should 
direct the broadcasters that such agreements are entered into at the price 
that is being charged in the locality for an ordinary cable consumer. The 
Authority has noted that largely the broadcasters entering into interconnect 
agreements with the MSOs and independent cable operators exclude specified 
establishments such as hotels etc from the applicability and stipulates a prior 
permission requirement. Thus the issue of separate arrangement is in place 
and no change is warranted in this aspect of thd present arrangements. 

xi) One suggestion is that the product being same the license fee cannot be 
different for different consumers and that it should be determined on the 
basis of cost plus margin. Ideally a uniform price for a product of similar 
quality could be a situation if there is definite functional relationship between 
the cost of content and the value attached for the content and the cost of 
content itself is easily amenable to evolve a standard set of cost. In the case 
of broadcasting industry it may not be so. More importantly the argument is 
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j not based on proper appreciation of the prevailing system of determination of 
margin particularly in a non-CAS environment and without considering the 

j , I 

complexities involved, as stated above, in costing of content. 

;ii) Contrary to the Claims of the hotei association, the Authority is! of the view 
j that big hotels providing variety of services have the capacity to protect their 
interests and carinot be treated at the same level as that of an ordinary cable 
consumer or even as that of large variety of commercial establishments which 
| may require projection as that of the ordinary cable consumer] Many from 
this type of establishment may not be putting to use such services for the 
! benefit of clients^ customers etc. It was pointed out by the broac casters that 
| the cable charges as a portion of the revenue of the hotels forms a very 
! insignificant portion and this has not been contested by the groups 
representing the hotels during the consultation process. In other words the 
| impact of keeping this identified category out of the ambit of protection is 
j unlikely to hurt their Interests adversely, 
xilj) It is noted that that the suggestion of categorization based on the source of 
feed will not be a reflection of ground realities and there can [be situation 
where it is not possible to have head end to receive the television signals and 
that such an approach would force the hotels to go to cable operators to 
| receive signals instead of entering into contract with the broadcasters. 
xi>jr) The Consumer Protection Act.defines the term consumer as 


(d) "consumer'' means any person who- 

(i) buys any goods for a consideration which has been paid or promised or 
partly paid and partly promised, or under any system of deferred payment 
and includes any user of such goods other than the person who buys such 
goods for consideration paid or promised or partly paid or partly premised, 
or under any system of deferred payment when such use is made with the 
approval of such person, but does not include a person who obtains such 

goods for resale or for any commercial purpose; or 

\ ; 

(ii) 1 [hires or avails of] any services for a consideration which hds been 
paid or promised or partly paid and partly promised, or under any system 
of deferred payment and includes any beneficiary of such service s other 
than the person who 1 [hires or avails of] the services for consideration 
paid or promised, or partly paid and pertly promised, or under any system 
of deferred payments, when such services are availed of with the approval 
of the first-mentioned person; 


2[Explanation : For the purposes of sub-clause (i), "commercial pbrpose" 
does not. include use by a consumer of goods bought and used by him 
exclusively for the purpose of earning his livelihood, by means of self- 
employment;] 
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Basically the objective and purposes of the consumer protection act and the 
exercise of power TRAI Act for tariff fixation are two entirely different issues. 
The tariff regulation envisaged under section 11(2) particularly the proviso 
inherently provides for differential treatment for the purposes of tariff subject 
to reasons being stated whereas the Consumer Protection Act does not have 
any such provision. Further the definition does not seem to contain clues to 
create homogenous categories. The explanation for commercial purpose 
contained in the Consumer Protection Act cannot be ipso facto be extended as 
Imputed. Therefore this suggestion to rely on Consumer Protection act has 
not been found to be helpful. 

3.1.6 The Authority has after examining the views put forth and for the reasons 
indicated above has come to a conclusion that an approach to definition based on 
specifically identifying categories would be more complex and problematic to 
implement and is bound to give rise to new grounds for dispute. Therefore, an 
exhaustive approach to the question of definition would be more desirable. Those 
groups who may not need protection can be excluded from the applicability of the 
tariff protection and group the rest as a residual category requiring protection. 
Therefore, the Authority has decided to retain the existing definition of 'commercial 
cable subscribers' contained in the tariff amendment order of 7 th March 2006. 

3.2 Need for fixation of commercial tariff and related issues types of 
commercial establishments to be covered and method of 
identification of such commercial establishments for regulation. 

3.2.1 The predominant purpose of CAS is to provide choice of channels. The 
Authority had in its tariff order of 31.8.2006 explained in detail the rationale for the 
approach to fix ceiling prices in respect of pay channels and standard tariff package 
for set top box schemes for CAS notified areas The commercial cable subscriber and 
the ordinary cable subscriber are at the same level irf so far as availability of choice 
of channels is concerned in regard to CAS area. 

3.2.2 But the difference is that the former, particularly the hotels and other big 
commercial establishments who receive the broadcasting and cable services as a 
value addition to their own package of services have the potential to pass on the 
burden to their own clients. There may not be a direct functional relation between 
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add on services such as that of the television channels and the business strength In 
asi much as a client of a hotel or pub or club may not come to a hotel pr club or pub 
etj: with the sole objective of watching TV channels. But is it to be largely admitted, 
despite the claims to the contrary by the stakeholders representing ttyie hotels, that 
sijch value added services definitely help to sustain and strengthen business 
relationship of such commercial establishments with their clients. If itj had not been 
scj, there was perhaps no need for the hotels to go to the appellate authority or the 

arfex court or for TRAI to be deliberating on this issue of tariff for commercial cable 

! ‘ ‘ 

subscribers particularly the hotels. i 

• i 

34.3 On the issue of which of the commercial cable subscribers shoujld be provided 
protection and which should be left out and what can be the methocj of identifying 

sijch commercial establishments the views expressed can be summarized as under; 

I j 

i) Ailow the Commercial cabie subscribers including hotels ttj be placed on 

par with ordinary cable subscribers and therefore the! questions of 

j exclusion or inclusion and the method thereof would not arjse The reason 

cited is that the market in which the broadcasters operate js monopolistic 
j and competition is yet to come. Only safeguard that is Required to be 

provided to the broadcasters is to account for inflation ancj for growth in 
! the industry. 

ii) Specific identification has been made for exclusion which are old age 
homes and hospitals supported with government funding ahd run for the 
poor or socially backward classes or run by non profit seeking /charitable 
organisations, small establishments and such like ; all Establishments 
except five star hotels till the mechanism of consumer choice is put in 

! 

place, institutions for physically challenged , jails , refbrm centers , 
I children &women remand homes, petty shopkeepers j, educational 

institutions, all types Pf religious places, residential medical tore units. 

iii) A distinction has been sought to be made by a hotel, whijch claims that 
subscribers who use the signals themselves should be differentiated from 

those who further transmit. Since hotels consume the signals themselves 

1 

they should not be treated as commercial subscribers. 

iv) Broadcasters as a group have suggested that the commercijal tariff should 

j be left to market forces except certain identified categories! which like the 

ones indicated in (ii) above who may need protection. 
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v) Another view is that if there is no a la carte choice or the channels are not 
delivered through the separate conduit commercial tariff should not be 
fixed 

vi) The Greater Guwahati Hotel Association have suggested that the hotels in 
north eastern region with low tariff should be given a concessional tariff. 

vii) In response to the draft tariff orders placed on the web site on 2 nd 
November 2006 and the separate meeting held on 9 th Nov 2006 certain 
specific comments have been received. These are briefly summarized as 
under; 

I. On behalf of the broadcasters and their distributor agencies the 
following points have been made: 

a) Clubs, bars, commercial malls, cinema halls as a category 
should also be included with the category of hotels of the 
grading of 3 star and above etc for the purpose of tariff 
regulation for both CAS and Non CAS areas It has been 
proposed that the cut off criterion in respect of 
establishments providing board and lodging should be 
reduced to 25 rooms from 50 rooms. 

b) The relevant date for determination of charges in respect of 

commercial cable subscribers other than those who have been 
deregulated should not be from 26.12.2003 but from 1st 
March 2006 as contained in the tariff amendment order of 7 th 
March 2006. . 

c) Another suggestion is for inclusion of all hospitals with 30 
beds or more and even hotels with a grading of 1 and 2 star 
in.the already identified category of hotels having a grading of 
3 star and above for the purposes of tariff regulation. 

d) The dispensation provided, in the draft tariff orders for 
commercial cable, subscribers one category subject to 
mutual agreement and the other residual category to be 
governed as like that of ordinary cable subscribers - is not 
clear about the position regarding the use of broadcast 
services and tariff thereof provided in "Public Viewing Area' 
and this should also be included in the category where the 
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tariff is to be decided by mutual agreement, both for CAS and 
NON CAS areas. 

e) The tariff order for Non CAS areas containing an explanation 
indicating as to what would be the payment arrangements for 
a commercial cable subscriber has not been provided in draft 
CAS Area tariff order and may be provided on the same lines 
as provided in interim tariff amendment order of 7 th March 
2006 as amended. * 

II On behalf of the Hotels the following points were made: 

a) TRAI should issue a separate consultation paper or an 
addendum consultation paper before fixing the tariff. 
Therefore, the current exercise of framing of tariff for 
commercial subscribers would not be in lines with the 
directions of the hon'ble Supreme Court and therefore the 
draft orders may be kept in abeyance or withdrawn. 

b) The tariff orders singles opt hotels of the- grading of 3 star 
and above and it is discriminatory 

c) When TRAI has fixed an MRP of Rs. 5 for CAS areas, the same 
rate can be used fix the tariff for commercial subscribers like 
hotels. 

d) Instead of leaving to the mutual agreement the TRAI should 
fix the tariff for which the historical prices paid by these 
hotels can be used. 

e) The tariff orders being an amendment to the principal order of 
2004, it may be subject to an interpretation in a way, 
particularly with reference to the deregulated hdtels leading 
to insistence of negotiation of charges with retrospective 
effect. 

f) The group representing hotels who have head ends pleaded 

that even in. the case of Non CAS areas there should be 
restrictions on individual channel pricing on the lines proposed 
for the CAS areas. . 

Ill One MSO has indicated that since the subscriber whether 

commercial or otherwise would be known there is an imperative 
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need for a consequential amendment to clause 5.2(1) of the 
standard interconnect agreement which at present requires prior 
permission of the broadcaster. Another suggestion is that the 
ceiling on bouquets as provided for deregulated commercial cable 
subscribers of CAS areas should be extended to non commercial 
consumers in CAS Area as well It has also been suggested by one 

MSO that the ala carte price of Rs. 5 shouid not apply to any 

commercial establishment and schemes for Set Top Box shouid 
also be market driven. In the case of large commercial 
establishment only bouquets but with a choice within bouquet 
should be allowed. 

3.2.4 The Authority has noted that vis a vis the hotels which gets a grading on the 

basis of the services provided there is no such dear demarcation to identify or 

demarcate other institutions. Any exercise of differentiation on the basis of area 
covered, number of TV sets, volume of business which can be some of the criterion 
are bound to raise disputes and are not free from subjectivity.. 

3.2.5 The Authority has also considered the question that there are a number of big 
institutions failing in the category of hospitals, educational institutions which may be 
in a similar situation as that of the big hotels in terms of potential to commercially 
exploit the cable and broadcasting services. In other words the question is why 
hotels of particular grading or type should be singled out for keeping out the ambit of 
tariff protection. The broadcasters on the other hand have made reference to the 
hospitals, hotels of grading below 3 star and contended that these institutions are 
commercially exploiting they shouid also be kept out of the purview of the tariff 
regulation. 

3.2.6 The Authority is of the view that it would be incorrect to draw a strict analogy 
between the identified group of commercial cable subscribers comprising hotels 
above a given grading etc, and hospitals as the former as a group need to be treated 
on a different footing. Most importantly, the Authority has taken conscious decision 
not to club hospitals, educational institutions, big or small, along with the group 
consisting of hotels etc above a particular grading from the perspective of the socio 
economic causes such institutions are expected to serve. Moreover it may be more 
difficult to evolve a reasonable objective criterion to differentiate between two luxury 


3677 G1/2006—9 



60 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


Part Ill—S ec. 4J 


I spitals. While the Authority is clear that the intention of protection {to not facilitate 
ofit making by even such commercial hospitals, for the present a nil to begin with 
2 Hospitals need to be given protection. 


sj.2.7 The Authority is however not closed to the option Of revisiting the issue of 
categorization for the purpose of tariff regulation on the basis of expedience gained if 
necessary. It is aiso to be recognized that there are a vajjt majbrity Of 
establishments which do not receive the signals of television chartndfc for their own 
upe but they may not be commercially exploiting the services for furtherance of their 
o|ivn business. In this category would come educational institution)*, Government 
hospitals, religious charitable and other philanthropic institutions, small Shops, 


dpabas etc and this is not exhaustive list. During the interactions With the 
broadcasters it was clear that these commercial establishments, thbijgh Ih terms of 
the contract are not to be given signals without the prior permission of the 


broadcaster have not been targeted by the broadcasters due to Shejef volume end 
difficulties In enforcing the agreements. Though some of the broadcasters Have 
appointed agents to prevent and monitor of the giving signals the MSOfc to 
commercial establishments, It was Still clear that this group is not thje target Of the 
broadcasters. - 


3^2.8 The Authority has also examined the various specific eommettijS/ suggestions 
mjade by the stakeholders and has found that i 

i) The approach to identify each category Of establish merit for exclusion 
j or inclusion for the purpose of tariff regulation is extremely complex 

and no such list can be exhaustive! j 

I ii) However with regard to the request for Inclusion of public Viewing 

: i 

Area' this was not specifically included as the proposed tariff 
dispensation in respect of the deregulated category comprising of 
! hotels of grading of 3 star and above provided for the riute of mutual 

■ agreements in respect of public viewing areas as wefl. ijn the meeting 

with the broadcasters it was suggested by them that) this may be 
clarified. Further using public events to show programmes by the 
commercial cable subscribers even from the non identified category of 
commercial cable subscribers with a definite Intention tel commercially 
exploit the event by prescribing fee is not uncommon. Tfjte intention to 
protect the commercial cable subscribers in the residual pategory may 
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be subject to misuse in the absence of a specific exclusion of such 
events. It has therefore been proposed to make provisions for the 
same by appropriately amending the tariff order. 

iii) In regard to the request for inclusion of clubs, malls, cinema halls, the 
proposal has not been agreed to for the reasons already indicated 
earlier. The proposal for reduction in the number of rooms from 50 to 
25 has not been found to reasonable, 

iv) The criterion based on area or number of TV sets would again be more 
subjective classification and difficult to implement. 

V) As was noted during the consultation process the vast majority of 
commercial establishments in the group of commercial establishments 
other than the identified categories are actually not being targeted by 
the broadcasters perhaps for the reason of difficulties in enforcement 
of the clause of prior permission. 

vi) In any case in the view of the TRAI many of these groups may not be 
able to negotiate their rates and may therefore may need protection 
like that of an ordinary cable consumer. 

vii) The hotels as a group particularly big hotels in the view of the do not 
need protection. These are large subscribers and the broadcasters too 
would stand to lose large sums of money if their negotiations with 
them are not successful, 

viil) The stakeholders have also proposed that some categories of 
institutions which may not be commercially exploiting the use of 
services be given protection. The Authority has not accepted this 
suggestion as this would could lead to disputes on whether or not a 
particular subscriber is commercially exploiting the signals or not. 

ix) A change suggested In the draft tariff order in regard to the 
explanation providing for the basis of payment by -commercial cable 
subscribers has been accepted to make it clear that the commercial 
cable subscriber enters into agreements with the authorized cable 
operator /MSO. 

x) Since certain commercial establishment would need protection like that 
of ordinary cable consumers the suggestions of no restrictions on pay 
channel price and set top box schemes has not been accepted. In 
regard to the suggestion regarding changes in interconnect 
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agreement, the issue of identification,of subscribers is a different issue 
and the clause of requiring specific provision for providing to the 
commercial cable subscribers is a clause which has been existing in the 
standard interconnect agreement. 

3.2.^ In view of the above it has been proposed that there would be ofie category 
j of commercial cable subscribers consisting of hoteis with a rating of 3 star 
and above, heritage hotels, and any other hotel, motel, inn, and! such other 
j commercial establishment providing board and lodging and havingjSO or more 
rooms. The Tariff in respect of this group would be as per ^he mutual 
| agreement. For all other commercial establishments which is outside this 
j identified category the ceiling maximum retail price would bO Rs.5 per 
j channel.. However for the both categories of commercial cable $ubscribers, 

j 1 

j the tariff for showing programmes on special even in public viewing area shall 
| be as per mutual agreement. Similarly in respect of schemes of sijipply of set 
j top boxes in respect of the commercial establishments such as hotels with the 
j grading of 3 star and above, heritage hotels, other commercial 
i establishments providing board and lodging having 50 rooms or rtiore, there 
will be forbearance while for other commercial establishments thq provisions 
contained in clause 5(ii) of the Tariff Order of 31.8.2006 will apply. 

3.2.10 One of the problems that have been raised by the hotels and its associations 
is that the channels are sold in bouquets and they are ieft with njo choice to 
j choose. In order to ensure even the forborne category of establishment have 
| the real choice it has been made compulsory for the broadcasters to channels 
j on ala carte basis. Further in order to ensure that the individual channel 
I choice is not illusory the tariff amendment order provides that the maximum 
retail price of individual channel shall not exceed three times tllie average 
l channel price of the bouquet and the sum of individual channel ptices of the 
j channel shall not be more than 150% of the maximum retail price of the 
| bouquet. This would act as a check on increase in channels prices and pricing 
j of bouquets to make the choice illusory. 

3.2.1jlThe group representing the hotels have expressed concerns particularly those 
I who fall in the identified category of commercial establishments that the 
i broadcasters would use the mutual agreement route to arbitrarily increase 
prices. The Authority believes that the category of commercial establishments 
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which have been Identified for forbearance would ordinarily be in position to 
deal with the broadcasters on an even keel in the negotiations. Yet the 
Authority is also not Impervious to their concerns. Therefore the Authority 
would be closely watching the movement of prices in respect of this segment 
and would review its decision If considered necessary on the basis of inputs 
received. Similarly, there could be a number of similar institutions, which in 
terms of capacity to negotiate a mutual agreement may be similar, and these 
could be revisited later and If necessary the identified list could be reviewed. 

The Authority would separately be asking the broadcasters to report their 
tariffs for the commercial cable subscribers, to start with on a monthly basis, 
to gauge the extent of the increase in the rates. If found necessary the 
Authority would intervene in this matter. 

3.2.12 One of the issues raised by the Hotel Associations and their response to the 
Draft Tariff Order is that TRAI has to necessarily to fix a tariff in terms of the 
order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court. This point has been examined. The 
Supreme Court has only directed the TRAI to carry out the process for 
framing the tariff. The Tariff Order that has been proposed by the Authority 
includes the fixation of tariffs for certain categories whereas for the hotels 
above particular grading this has been left to mutual negotiations. It has also 
been indicated elsewhere that the outcome of mutual negotiation would be 
closely watched and If necessary, intervention would be made later. The 

- Consultation Paper that had been issued in April 2006 also clearly provides 
one of the alternatives as excluding certain'categories from the ambit of tariff 
regulations. One of the specific questions that had been framed was whether 
commercial tariff should at all be brought under the ambit of tariff regulation. 
Further, it was specifically asked whether the tariff regulation should cover all 
kinds of commercial establishments or whether some categories should be left 
out. Thus, this objection is not valid at all. 

3.2.13 The other issues raised by the Hotei Associations Is that a fresh consultation 
paper should be issued or an addendum to the existing Consultation Paper be 
issued. This has been specifically addressed by the order of the Hon'ble 
Supreme Court which has clearly ruled out the need for a fresh Consultation 
Paper. Accordingly, keeping in view the requirements of Section 11(4) of the 
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: TRAI Act the-Authority decided to propose a Draft Tariff §ftabr so that one 

j more opportunity is given to the stake holders to differ thfeir cfemftiehks. The 
hotels and hotei associations who were parties to thfe case before the Noh'bie 
Supreme Court were also given the benefit of a personal Rearing on 9th 
November, 2006 just as the broadcasters were given such a hfe^Hhpi 

3*3 Method for fixing the rates of commercial consumers 

3j3.1 As per the information given by the Hotei Associations bfl prevailing fates 
during the process of consultation It Is noted that there Is hp uhifdrihity in 
cable charges paid by the hotels* Thfe broadcasters have hbwfever, indicated 
that they are charging hotels on the basis of rate cards and a iouple of them 
i have indicated that there has been no change in the hate per team siriee the 
last two years (perhaps before the date of dispute machine the fSSAT). 
However, It was noted that the total payout could be varying depending upon 
| the negotiated levels of occupancy of the hotels for whifeh the | cable Charges 

| are collected. In view of the fact that a large numbfer of hotels ^ake feUd ffofn 

I the cable operators and MSOe (which as pdf the stipulation seen irl the 

{ interconnect agreement not legal) have resulted in muitip^tify of rates 

■ charged from hotels. The multiplicity of rates Is more as a I result of the 

| practice of cross subsidization prevailing in a nonmddressable system based 

on capacity to pay. The method fixing arty specific tariff for commercial cable 
subscriber In this situation creates difficulties due to rhultipi City of rates, 
i Again, the prevailing situation of multiplicity' of cable charges that is being 

I collected from ordinary cable consumers irl the currently non-addressable 

system creates difficulties in using these rates as benchmark for fixing the 
commercial tariff. Further in the light of the Authority's decision contained in 
regard to categorization of commercial Cable subscribers and the tariff 
dispensation provided thereto in the preceding paragraphs |:he need for 
fixation of commercial tariff may not be necessary. Any exeijcise of fixing 
rates for individual category of Subscribers cannot objectively be) reasoned out 
for the reasons stated above. 

3.3.2 One of the suggestion was that the commercial tariff could be 3 tines the tariff 

i 

paid by the ordinary cable subscriber in respect of 5 star hotels pnd 2 times in 

; 

respect of other commercial establishments if they are to be different from 
I the ordinary cable subscriber. Another suggestion is that the historical rates ( 
! as done for the ordinary cable consumers) that prevailed amongst hotels 
















[qmui-^Fg43 


tottwri vrmm 


65 


before the rising of disputes could become the basis and this basic rate could 
be adjusted for Inflation and growth of the industry. From the information 
provided by the hotel associations, it is noted that the rates charged for cable 
services have varied widely across hotels and different places not only in Dec 
2003;the extent of.increase has also not been uniform. 

3.3.3 In regard to the issue of safeguards for commercial cabie subscribers who 
are only paying the cable operator and do not have written agreements with 
the broadcasters suggestions have been received speliing out procedures. 
The Authority has examined these suggestions and a prescription of 
procedure or logistics for Issues which can be handled more efficiently 
through mutual agreement may lead to rigidity. Therefore, the Authority has 
decided to ieave this to the mutual agreement between the parties. 


Appendix 1 

GIST OF COMMENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT TARIFF ORDER FOR 
COMMERCIAL SUBSCRIBERS IN CAS AREAS 


INDEX OF STAKEHOLDERS FURNISHING COMMENTS 


in 

Name 

From Where 

\ 

Novex Communications Pvt. Ltd. (Novex) 

Mumbai 

2 

Indusind Media & Communications Ltd. 
(IMCL) 

Mumbai 

3 

JAVPEE Hotels Limited (JAYPEE) 

New Delhi 

■ 

Hotei and Restaurant Association (Western 
India) |H&RA(WI)] 

Mumbai 

S 

Hofei Association of India (HAI) 

New Delhi 


Set Discovery Private Limited (SET) 

Mumbai 

7 

STAR India Pvt Ltd. (STAR) 

New Delhi 

9 

ESPN Software India Pvt. Ltd. (ESPN) 

New Delhi 

9 

Hathway Cable & Datacom Private Limited 
(Hathway) 

Mumbai 

10 

Zee Turner Limited (Zee) 

New Delhi 
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Classes for Consultation 

5. In the Principal Order, after the existing sub-clause (ii) of clause 5, the 
following proviso and entries relating thereto, shall be inserted; 

" Provided that the provisions of this sub-clause shail not alpply to the 
foiiowing types of commercial subscribers: 

i) Hoteis with rating of three star and above 

ii) Heritage hoteis 

■ i 

iii) Any other hotei, motei, inn and such other ! commercial 
establishment, providing board and lodging dnd having 50 or more 
rooms/ 

6. | In the Principal Order, the existing sub-clause (vi) ofciause 6iand entries 
rjeiating thereto, shall be deleted and substituted by the foijpwing new sub-clause 
and entries relating thereto; 


i 


"(vi) (a) sub ciauses (i) to (v) shaii appiy to all commercial] subscribers 
except those commercial subscribers listed in (b) beio M 

(b) for the following categories of commerciai subscriber^ there shall 

j 

be no ceiling in respect of the maximum retail pricej payable by 

! 

such a subscriber to a service provider nor shail there be any 
minimum subscription period: 

Iv) hotels with rating of three star and above | 

v) heritage hotels 

vi) any other hotei, motei, inn and such other; commerciai 
establishment, providing board and iodging| and having 
50 or more rooms. 

♦ i 

Provided that for these commerciai subscribers, tjie channels 
shail be offered on an a-la carte basis apart from ahy bouquets 
that may be offered by the broadcasters/multi system 
operators/cabie operators. 

Provided further that whenever bouquets are offered^ these shail 
he subject to the foliowing conditions: • 

I The maximum retail price of any individual channel shall not 
exceed three times the average channel price of J the bouquet 
of which it is a part; 

Explanation: if the maximum retaii price of ^ bouquet Is 
Rs/X w per month and the number of channels is "Y* then the 

average charmei price of the bouquet is Rs. X divided by Y 

II The sum of the individual maximum retaii pices of the 

channels shall not be more than 150% of the majxlmum retail 

* 

price of the bouquet/ 1 
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1. The proposed tariff order has protected 2 Star and 1 Star hotels, A single room 
tariff is from Rs.1500 per day to Rs.8000 per day. In the opinion of Novex, 2 Star and.1 
Star hotels also must be treated as 5 Star, 4 Star and 3 Star hotel and the channel tariff 
should be mutually determined by the parties. Novex has also stated that in luxury 
Hospitals have the charges per bed ranging from Rs.750 per bed to Rs.6000 per room. 
Novex, therefore, submit that all hospitals having more than 30 beds may be put in a 
category like hotels. Hospitals run by Government, Semi Government or Municipality, to 
be charged other rate as determined by TRAI. ( Rate Card of the hospitals has been 
attached by Novex but not attached to gist). (Novex) 

2. The ala carte of Rs. 5 for any channel should not be valid for any commercial 
establishment; an appropriate maximum per channel should be permitted. Only 
bouquets should be allowed for larger commercial establishments. However, there should 
be a choice of any of the bouquets. The formula of retail price channel and bouquet is 
acceptable. The rental schemes (STP) of Set top Boxes should not be mandatory and any 
schemes could be made (market driven) for both kind of commercial establishments as 
defined in the TRAI note. (IMCL) 

3. In view of the Supreme Court of India Orders, JAYPEE Hotels Ltd. state that 
TRAI should not recommend categorization of subscribers into various categories. All 
subscribes to the public utilities are alike irrespective of whether a subscriber is rich or 
poor. Any effort to make classification will be considered as discriminatory and it shall 
contravene the provision of Articles 14, 19 and article 301/305 of Constitution of India. 
In view of the aforesaid TRAI should consider all subscribers in one category. In is 
commendable that TRAI have thought that the subscribers have discretion to subscribe to 
the specific number of channels and should not be compelled to take full bouquet. The 
tariff Orders in respect of CAS should be made applicable to all subscribers in the 
notified area of Chennai, Mumbai, Kolkata and Delhi. There is full justification and 
objectivity in segregating these four notified areas from other non-CAS areas. (JAYPEE) 

4. H&RA(WI) has stated that TRAI has not clarified whether the tariff includes the 
copyright fees being claimed by the Broadcasters. TRAI has not clarified whether these 
commercial subscribers have to enter into contracts with the local cable operators or 
Broadcasters, as is being demanded by them since 2004. TRAI has decided to carve out 
Hotels of the excluded category, leaving it to the vagaries of market forces. This is 
discriminatory. There are only about 850 Hotels throughout the country in the nature of 
excluded category and singling them out, for exclusion from the ambit of the notification 
is unfair, inequitable and discriminatory. It is, therefore, not understandable that why in 
respect of such a small number of excluded category of Hotels, TRAI has chosen to 
leave them to the market forces, instead of fixing the tariff. As suggested during the 
consultation paper proceedings earlier, TRAI could have fixed a tariff of 10% more than 
what is being paid at present for all commercial subscribers, instead of creating 
uncertainty and discrimination. While carving out the exclusion, it is noticed that several 
other commercial subscribers like Restaurants, Hospitals, Clinics, Commercial Offices, 
Airports and Railway Stations, Educational Institutes, Clubs etc. are being treated like 
ordinary cable subscribers, while only this 850 odd number is being categorized as 

commercial subscriber, for the purposes of tariff. The H&RA(WI) would also like to 
emphasize that Hotels are bulk consumers of the service rendered by Broadcaster and not 

commercial subscribers as is being defined by TRAI. As bulk consumers, TRAI should 
in fact, have arrived at a special reduced tariff like is the case for any other product / 
service used by a bulk consumer. The H&RA(WI) also fails to understand the logic 
behind TRAI’s arriving at the figure of 50 more rooms for categorization. In telecom 
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aneas, TRAI has not fixed a separate tariff by categorizing the consumer based upon die 
pllace ol its usage. The restrictions placed on Broadcasters will be of no consequence in 
thje non CAS area, as the consumer has no choice to select the product. While issuing the 
two draJt notification’s, TRAI has not followed the letter and spirit in which the Hon’ble 
Shpremj Court has handed out its order on 19 th October 2006. In view of whal is stated 
aqove, t le H&RA(WI) suggests that, (i) the rate fixed for CAS areas for ordinary cable 
subscribers should be made applicable to all types of commercial cable subsciiber ipso 
facto, (ii) TRAI should prescribe a 10% discount on the tariff to all commercial 
subscribers who are bulk consumers, In respect of non CAS area, TRAI ma> notify a 
dijscoun ed rate of Rs.4/- per month per channel and extend the 10% discount for bulk 
c^nsumi ;rs as stated above, (iii) TRAI, should notify that the aforesaid tariff is inclusive 
of the copyright fees claimed by the Broadcaster, (iv) TRAI, should also notify that both 
thje ordiiary cable subscriber and commercial subscriber are at liberty to have contracts 
either with the local cable operator or the Broadcaster, (v) To stop undue enric iment by 
thje Broi ideasters, both the ordinary subscriber as well as commercial subscribe * shall be 
entitled to a rebate in case the usage of the service is stopped by the subsciiber. For 
e^amph, a Resident consumer having gone out of station for more than 30 days, or a 
Hptel ebsed for its business for more than 30 days in a year, should be eligible for a pro- 
rajta rebs ite, as the product / service is not used at all. [H&RA(WI)] I 

5L TRAI did not go into the question on whether there is a need for differenl rates for 
different persons or class of persons for similar telecommunication services and where 
djfferent rates are fixed as aforesaid, the authority was supposed to record the reasons 
thereof (This is the exact import of Section 11(2) of*TRAI Act). The Supreme Court 
older dited 19.10.2006 presupposes the fact that TRAI is carrying on the process for 
framing the tariff. This order farther implies that the Hon’ble TRAI could continue the 
process of framing of TARIFF irrespective of the outcome of the appeals. It is worth 
nbting tnat in the consultation paper on issues relating to commercial tariff, there was no 
djscussion on the need for creating separate categories for different classes of persons and 
tlje onl) issue which was closest to.the above was whether tariff for commercial purposes 
should or should not be fixed by the TRAI since the Hon’ble TDSAT had askec TRAI to 
consider the same. Therefore, it is submitted, the TRAI would first have to come to an 
independent conclusion based on a fresh consultation paper / an addendum to the 
consult; lion paper. Further, the need for creation of a separate TARIFF for different 
classes!needs wider representations of bodies before TRAI and an invitation to 
HA1/HRAWI alone is not sufficient. It must be noted that the entire exercise was 
ipitiatec by HAI due to the arm twisting tactics employed by the broadcasters in order to 
pressurize the members of HAI to pay huge sums of money to the broadcasters. This was 
coupled with the threat of disconnection. Keeping this in mind it is surprising as to how 
tlie TRJAl could come to a conclusion that this category of subscribers (mostly 
comprising 3 star hotels and above) would not need tariff protection any longer. The 
broadcasters enjoy a monopoly in their respective fields and individual member hotels do 
net havi the capacity to negotiate the terms with the broadcasters on an equal footing. 
Substantial discrimination would be caused to commercial establishments where free 
market {orces are now sought to be allowed. Where in a CAS area there are cert; tin norms 
fqr fixing the M.R.P. of an individual channel as cbmpared to the total bouque , no such 
nprms have been framed for non-CAS areas. It has already been submitted c uring the 
consultation process that broadcasters do not adhere to such norms while fixing a price 
fbr an individual channel. In fact hotels with 3 star ratings and above mostly have their 
oivn head end equipments and incur huge expenditure on the same. Such establishments 
should ideally be offered reduced rates and not be allowed to fend for themselves without 
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price protection. It is once again reiterated that if notification of 1.10.2004 is made 
applicable to all categories of subscribers, it will totally meet the ends of justice. This is 
due to the fact that even on 26.12.2003, this category of subscribers which is now sought 
to be de-regulated, was already paying a much higher charge than all other categories. All 
across the world there is no differential in tariffs for domestic and commercial 
subscribers. The TRAI with respect to the telephone services has not felt the need for a 
differential tariff for different class of persons. Thus it becomes all the more important 
for it to spell out the reasons for framing such differential TARIFF on broadcasting. 
The TRAI must consider that when it moved the Supreme Court for a modification of 
status quo order, with a view to framing a TARIFF, could it then choose not to fix any 
TARIFF at all for certain categories. Not only this, such draft TARIFF orders, if notified, 
would amount to negation of the entire proceedings before the Hon’ble Supreme Court. 
The definition of commercial cable subscriber does not need to continue since the issue 
that hotels are consumers or subscribers and not their guests is being adjudicated by 
Supreme Court. Once they are held to be consumers then in that case they would be 
covered by the initial notification of 2003/2004 and the question of creating a separate 
category for them will not arise. The hotels were never paying the broadcasters the rates 
being paid by domestic consumers. Even in 2003/2004 rates being paid by hotels were 
way above the domestic consumers. There is no reason why these rates cannot be taken 
as historical rates. It is also submitted that till the time the proposed inter-connect regime 
is not enforced, TRAI must prevail upon broadcasters not to refuse signals to hotels 
through the nearest cable operator authorized by them. It is therefore requested that till 
all the aforesaid points as well as other points orally submitted before the Hon’ble TRAI 
at the meeting on 9.11.2006, are considered, and acted upon, the draft Tariff orders may 
be kept in abeyance / withdrawn. (HAI) 

o. SET has submitted that Commercial Cable Subscribers in the CAS areas do not 
require any protection and TRAI must allow the market forces to determine the prices. 
The very objective of TRAI to have notified the CAS Tariff Order of 31 st August 2006 
and fix a general MRP for all channels to Ordinary Cable Subscribers was to protect the 
interest of the consumers. Therefore there is no logic or rationale for TRAI to treat 
Commercial Cable Subscribers on a equal footing with Ordinary Cable Subscribers in 
CAS areas when there is no consumer interest involved. SET, therefore, recommend that 
TRAI must not extend the provisions of the CAS Tariff Order to Commercial Cable 

Subscribers. (SET),_ f . 

7. STAR’S stated position is that there should be no rate regulation at all for any 

commercial establishment, of any category at all, since they are not end user consumers 
who may need protection, given that they use these services for commercial gain, and 
charge a huge premium for the services that they offer. Further, any rate regulation only 
complicates the process of closing deals with larger platform providers such as DTH and 
IPTV. STAR requests that in the Draft Tariff Order the category of "clubs” be added after 
the words Motel, Inn, and likewise, the number of rooms be amended from 50 to 25. No 
price protection should be offered to these establishments. Channels telecast in public 
viewing areas of several commercial establishments are an integral part of the product 
offering of these establishments. It is not uncommon for commercial establishments such 
as restaurants, bars, cinema halls, and even 5 star hotels to charg e a premium from the ir 
consumers for watching a television event at their premises. Therefore, STAR 
recommends that all.such event based viewing in the public viewing areas of commercial 
establishments be exempted from any form of price regulation. STAR also requests that 
tlie explanation provided in clause 3-A of the Notification dated 24 th March 2006, be 
restored and that the commercial establishments be nermitted to receive signals only from 
"Authorized” Cable Operators/MSOs. (STAR) 
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8. £SPN believes that there should be no rate regulation at all in CAS pr Non-CAS 
Arejis for any hotel or commercial establishment, of any category’ at all, sinci they are not 
end user consumers who may need protection, given that they use these| services for 
commercial gain, and charge a huge premium for the services that they otfer. ESPN’s 
submissions are along the same line as STAR’s, which has already been summarized in 
the foregoing para. (ESPN) 

9. Hathway welcomes timely amendment in the Tariff Order for CAS not fied areas as 
indicated in the draft notification. Consequential amendment has therefore become 
imperative and necessary in the Standard and Commercial Interconnection Agreement for 
the CAS notified areas, and more particularly under Clause 5.2(i) of die standard 
agreement between broadcasters and MS Os, wherein it indicates that prior permission is 
required from the broadcasters for distribution of channels in CAS notifie i area to the 
commercial establishments. It is submitted that each subscriber would be ‘accounted for’ 
including its classification, whether customer is commercial establishment or otherwise. 
The’e should be a Revenue Share among Broadcaster, MSO and Cable Operator in the 
ratio 45:30;25. (Hathway) 

10. Zee would like to bring to TRAl’s notice that Broadcasters have for several years 
been charging differential rates i.e commercial rates from commercial establishment and 
a lower rate from ordinary consumers. The commercial rates charged by Broadcasters for 
cutt ng edge programming are very nominal and is hardly 1% of their rocm rate tariff. 
Zee requests not to have any price control regulation for any commercial establishment, 
of any category at all, since they are not end user consumers who may need protection, 
give n that they use these services for commercial gain, and charge a huge premium for 
the services that they offer. A large number of establishments are taking unauthorized 
feec from the cable operators who are not authorized to distribute the same to the 
Commercial establishments. Zee request that in clause 2 (f) (ii) - the categ )ry of "clubs, 
restmrants, bars, commercial malls, cinema halls " be added after the wore s Motel, Inn, 
and likewise, the number of rooms be amended from 50 to 25. Zee also recommends that 
all such establishments and public viewing areas of commercial establishments be 
exempted from any form of price regulation. The existing arrangement/ agreement 
between the other Commercial Establishments as mentioned in Clause 2 (1) (ii) & other 
conmercial establishment such has banks hospitals etc and the Broadcaster' be continued 
on ; the basis of existing arrangement/agreement till the expiry of such 
agreement/arrangement, else this may create a lot of complications. Any privately or 
trust owned hospitals having more than 25 TV sets may be treated at par with 5/4/3 Star 
hotils. It is further submitted that large hospitals have in many cases more than 125 TV 
sets in their premises. It would be very fair and just if broadcasters are allowed to recover 
their charges from any hospitals having more than 25 TV sets and those should be treated 
at par with 5/4/3 star hotels. Zee also submits that any hospital owne i/operated by 
Government/semi Government / Municipality be protected and shall have protection of 
ceiling irrespective of number of TV sets installed by them. The principal of market 
forces be continued without any price regulation. The option of offering chmnels on an a 
la carte basis is not workable in Hotels and the channels are being subscribed for the 
Customers who come to stay there. Hence the demand of channels are here on daily 
basjs, which can be fulfilled only when all the channels are available with the hotels. In 
other respects, the submissions of Zee are similar to other broadcasters, whose views 
have already been mentioned above. (Zee’l 
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